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IN THE MATTER OF THE NOTICE OF DOCKET NO. RE-00000A-09-0249

PROPOSED RULEMAKING REGARDING

RESOURCE PLANNING. - DECISIONNO. 71722
OPINION AND ORDER

DATE OF HEARING: March 4, 2010

PLACE OF HEARING: Phoenix, Arizona

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE: Sarah N. Harpring

IN ATTENDANCE: Kristin X. Mayes, Chairman

APPEARANCES: Charles Hains, Staff Attorney, Legal Division, on behalf
of the Utilities Division of the Arizona Corporation
Commission.

BY THE COMMISSION:

This matter is a rulemaking to amend Arizona Administrative Code (“A.A.C.”) Title 14,
Chapter 2, Article 7, “Resource Planning,” by revising the title for the Article; revising the current
rules for definitions, applicability, reporting requirements, and Arizona Corporation Commission
(“Commission”) review of resource- plans; and adding new rules for procurement and independent

monitor selection and responsibilities.

# * * * * * * * * *

Having considered the entire record herein and being fully advised in the premises, the

Commission finds, concludes, and orders that:

FINDINGS OF FACT

Background and Process for this Rulemaking

1. In Decision No. 56180 (October 14, 1988), as amended by Decision No. 56313

(January 12, 1989), the Commission adopted rules for electric utility integrated resource planning
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(“IRP”) in A.A.C. Title 14, Chapter 2, Axticle 7 (“current IRP rules™). In Exhibit B to Decision No.
56313, the Commission explained that the current [RP rules “are intended to minimize the costs of
providing electric energy services by improving long range planning and by establishing Commission
review of utilities’ long range plans.”

2. The current IRP rules require an electric utility with generating facilities to submit
historical data every year and a 10-year resource plan every three years and provide for a
Commission hearing to determine the degree of consistency between the filings and analyses
conducted by the Commission’s Utilities Division (“Staff”’) and the information provided by other
parties. The current IRP rules provide that the Commission may consider its consistency
determination in its review of financing applications, rate cases, and other matters in which the
supply of or demand for energy services is a significant factor.

3. In Decision No. 58643 (June 1, 1994), the Commission considered utilities” 1992

resource plans and made the following Findings of Fact regarding the purpose and goal of IRP:

The purpose of IRP is to minimize the total societal cost of meeting the
demand for electric energy services giving due consideration to ratepayer
impacts, utility financial health and economic growth within a utility's
service area.

The goal of resource planning can be achieved by finding the mix of
supply and demand side resources that minimize society's costs.

4, While the current IRP rules, by their language, apply to all Commission-regulated
electric utilities that operate or own generating facilities, they have been implemented so as to apply
only to Arizona Electric Power Cooperative (“AEPCO”); Arizona Public Service Company (“APS”);
UNS Electric, Inc. (“UNS”) (previously Citizens Utilities Company® (“CUC™)); and Tucson Electric
Power Company (“TEP”). The Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power District
(*SRP”) has voluntarily submitted information under the current IRP rules.

5. In Decision No. 60385 {August 29, 1997), the Commission vacated the hearing for the

Commission to consider utilities” 1995 resource plans, which hearing had previously been continued.

' Decision No. 58643 at 56. :
2 CUC’s gas and electric assets and Certificates of Convenience and Necessity were transferred to UniSource Energy

Corporation, the ultimate parent of UNS Electric, Inc., in Decision No. 66023 (July 3, 2003).
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In addition, the Commission suspended specific portions of the current IRP rules’ through the end of
1998 and suspended until further order of the Commission the obligation for utilities to file 1998
resource plans. The Commission further ordered an IRP Task Force, established pursuant to an
earlier Procedural Order, to continue meeting to work on modifying the current IRP rules to better
meet future needs in the competitive electricity marketplace.* The suspension of the specific portions
of the current IRP rules was extended unti} further order of the Commission pursuant to a Procedural
Order issued on March 15, 1999, which left intact the requirement for utilities to file annual historical
data.’

6. In Decision No. 67744 (April 7, 2005), pertaining to APS ratemaking, the
Comimnission approved a settlement agreement that required Staff to hold workshops on resource
planning issues and provided that the workshops could be followed by rulemaking, if necessary. The
workshops were to be open to all stakeholders and the public; were to focus on developing needed
infrastructure and a flexible, timely, and fair competitive procurement process; and were to consider
whether and to what extent competitive procurement should include consideration of a diverse
portfolio of purchased power, utility-owned generation, renewables, demand-side management
(“DSM™), and distributed generation.

7. Workshops on resource planning were held on July 6, 2005, and August 24, 2005,

3. In April, May, and July 2007, Staff held resource planning workshops for competitive
procurement issues. Written comments on competitive procurement issues were filed by eight
entities. Staff issued a Draft Staff Report on Competitive Procurement- Issues in October 2007, to
which six entities filed comments. Staff then issued a Final Staff Report on Competitive

Procurement Issues in November 2007, recommending that the Commussion adopt Recommended

The portions of the current IRP rules suspended were A.A C. R14-2-703(A)(2), R14-2-703{A)(4)-(9). R14-2-703(C)-
(F), and R14-2-704.
*  The hearing on the 1995 resource plans bad been stayed pending proposed Staff modifications to the current IRP
rules that were spurred by changes in the electric industry, including changes expected to result from the Commission’s
adoption of retail electric competition rules in Decision No. 59943 (December 26, 1996). AEPCO, APS, CUC, TEF,
SRP, and the Residential Utility Consumer Office (“RUCO™) had all indicated to the Commission that the cwrrent IRP
rules needed to be either revised or repealed in light of impending electric industry competition, the passage of the retail
electric competition rules, and other changes in the industry. Staff agreed that the 1995 resource plans had been prepared
without full consideration of the retail electric competition rules or impending competition.
5 The Procedural Order was issued in Docket No. E-00000A-95-0506.
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Best Practices for Procurement rather than conducting rulemaking at that time. On December 4,
2007, the Commission adopted Recommended Best Practices for Procurement (“BPPs”) in Decision
No. 70032.

9. On April 26, 2007, Staff issued a list of guestions on non-procurement resource
planning issues along with a request for written responses from interested parties. Thirteen entities
filed responses. A workshop was held on June 22, 2007. Additional workshops on non-procurement
resource planning issues were held in January, August, and October 2008.

10.  On August 29, 2008, Staff distributed to interested partiés a first draft of revisions to
the current IRP rules, which included both the BPPs and provisions for the consideration of fuel
diversity and efficiency of generation resources.

11.  On October 3, 2008, Staff distributed to interested parties a second draft of revisions
to the current IRP rules. Comments were received from APS, Grand Canyon State Electric
Cooperative Association (“GCSECA”), the Mesquite Group, TEP and UNS, and Western Resource
Advocates (“WRA”).

12. On May 19, 2009, Staff filed 2 memorandum requesting to have a docket opened for a
proposed rulemaking regarding resource planning. As a result, this docket was opened.

13.  On September 4, 2009, Staff distributed to interested persons and filed in this docket a
third draft of revisions to the current IRP rules. Comments were filed by AEPCO, APS, GCSECA on
behalf of the electric cooperatives, TEP and UNS, and WRA.

14, On November 2, 2009, Staff filed in this docket a Memorandum recommending the
filing of a Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening (“NRDO”) and a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(“NPRM™) to revise .the current IRP rulés, along with additional procedural deadlines and
requirements. Along with the Memorandum, Staff included a Proposed Order and a fourth draft of
revisions to the current IRP rules (“fourth draft™), for Commission consideration at an Open Meeting.
Per Staff’'s Memorandum, the fourth draft incorporated some of the comments received regarding the
third draft of revisions to the current IRP rules.

15.  The Proposed Order came up for discussion at the Commission’s Open Meeting on

November 20, 2009, and was continued for discussion at the Commission’s Open Meeting on
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December 7, 2009, at which it passed, with amendments.

16.  Decision No. 71435 (December 15, 2009) directed Staff to prepare and file with the
Office of the Secretary of State, for publication in the Arizona Administrative Register no later than
January 15, 2010, an NRDO and an NPRM that included the text of the draft rules included as
Exhibit A to the Decision.’ The Decision also ordered the Hearing Division to hold an oral
proceeding on the NPRM on March 4, 2010; established dates for the submission of comments; and
established other procedural deadlines and requirements.

17. On January 8, 2010, the NRDO and NPRM were published in the Arizona
Administrative Register. The NPRM is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A.

18. © The NPRM proposes to revise the current IRP rules by amending the title for Article 7
and Sections A.A.C. R14-2-701 through R14-2-704 (*Rules 701 through 704”) and adopting new
Sections for procurement and independent monitor selection and responsibilities in Sections A.A.C.
R14-2-705 and R14-2-706 (“Rules 705 and 706”). The most significant differences between the
current IRP rules and the proposed IRP rules published in the NRPM (“proposed IRP rules”.) are that
the proposed IRP rules:

Apply only to load-serving entities, defined as those public service

w

corporations that provide electricity generation service and operate or own, in
whole or in part, a generating facility or facilities with capacity of at least 50

megawatts combined;

b. Delete numerous demand-side data fields from historical data filing
requirements;

c. Change the forecasting and planning horizon from 10 years to 15 years;

d. Require submission of forecasts, analyses, and plans (other than the work plan)

every even year rather than every 3 years;
€. Require load-serving entities to submit data regarding air emissions, water

consumption, and tons of coal ash produced,

8 The fourth draft was revised during the Open Meeting through amendments.
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Require load-serving entities to analyze and address in their plans
environmental impacts related to air emissions, solid waste, and other
environmental factors and reduction of water consumption and to address the
costs for compliance with current and projected environmental regulations;
Require that a 15-year resource plan:
Address energy efficiency so as to meet Commission requirements;
Include renewable energy resources so as to meet the Annual
Renewable Energy Requirement in A.A.C. R14-2-1804 or a specified
annual percentage; and
Include distributed generation energy resources so as to meet the
Distributed Renewable Energy Requirement in A.A.C. R14-2-1805 or a
specified annual percentage;
Require submission every odd year of 2 work plan that outlines the 15-year
resource plan (due the next year) and sets forth the load-serving entity’s
method for assessing potential resources, the sources of ifs cument
assumptions, and a general outline of the procedures it will follow for public
input;
Address the use of confidentiality agreements to protect confidential business
data or electricity infrastructure information required to be submitted under the
proposed IRP rules;
Establish a deadline for Staff to file a report including its analysis and
conclusions regarding the plans and analyses filed by load-serving entities;
Establish a deadline for the Commission to issue an order either
acknowledging a load-serving entity’s resource plan or stating the reasons for
not acknowledging the resource plan;
Require the Commission, in considering a resource plan, to consider additional
factors;

Make a Commission hearing on a resource plan discretionary, allow for a

6 DECISION NO. 71722
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Commission workshop on a resource plan, and provide that the Commission
may extend its order deadline if a hearing or workshop is held;

n. Require the Commission to consider a load-serving entity’s historical data,
analyses, and plans when evaluating the load-serving entity’s performance in

rate cases and other proceedings;

0. Allow a load-serving entity to file for approval of specific resource planning
actions;
p. Allow a load-serving entity to file an amendment to an acknowledged resource

plan if conditions or assumptions change materially;

q. Establish requirements for load-serving entity procurement methods for the
wholesale acquisition of energy, capacity, and physical power hedge
transactions;

r. Require a load-serving entity to engage an independent monitor to oversee all
request for proposal (“RFP”) processes foi‘ procurement of new resources; and

s. Establish a process for selecting an independent monitor, provisions for
payment of independent monitor costs and potential recovery of those costs,
and responsibilities of an independent monitor.

19.  On Janvary 15, 2010, Staff filed an Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact
Statement (“EIS™). The EIS is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit B.

20. On February 16, 2010, WRA filed comments on the proposed IRP rules.

21. On March 2, 2010, Staff filed Staff’s Response to Written Comments in this matter,
which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit C-1.

22.  On March 4, 2010, an oral proceeding on the proposed IRP rules was held at the

Commission’s offices in Phoenix, Arizona. Staff appeared through counsel, provided a statement

summarizing the purpose of the proposed IRP rules, and provided Staff’s analysis of the applicability
to this rulemaking of Laws 2009, Chapter 7, § 28 (3% Special Sessioﬁ) (“Moratorium™). Staff also
answered a number of questions from the presiding officer related to the language of the proposed

IRP rules. Interwest Energy Alliance provided public comment in support of the rulemaking, and
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two individuals provided public comment urging the Commission to adopt energy efficiency
standards and goals.”

23. On April 1, 2010, Staff filed Staff’s Response to Oral Comments in this matter, which
is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit C-2. Staff included several recommendations
for clarifying changes to the language of the proposed IRP rules. In addition, Staff asserted that it is
not necessary to make any revisions to the EIS filed on January 15, 2010.

Authority for this Rulemaking

24.  The Commission possesses the authority fo engage in rulemaking under both its
constitutional authority and its statutory anthority endowed by the legislature. In the NPRM, Staff
cited both constitutional authority and statutory authority for this rulemaking.®

25.  Article 15, § 3 of the Arizona Constitution (“Art. 15, § 3”) provides, in pertinent part:

The Corporation Commission shall have full power to, and shall, prescribe
just and reasonable classifications to be used and just and reasonable rates
and charges to be made and collected, by public service corporations
within the State for service rendered therein, and make reasonable rules,
regulations, and orders, by which such corporations shall be governed in
the transaction of business within the State . . . and make and enforce
reasonable rles, regulations, and orders for the convenience, comfort, and
safety, and the preservation of the health, of the employees and patrons of
such corporations. . . . '

The Arizona Supreme Court has declared that this constitutional provision gives the Commission
exclusive authority to establish rates and to enact rules that are reasonably necessary steps in
ratemaking and, further, that deference must be given to the Commission’s determination of what
regulation is reasonably necessary for effective ratemaking.’

26.  As is discussed further below, the Commission finds that the proposed IRP Rules are

reasonably necessary for effective ratemaking and thus that this rulemaking is wholly authorized

7 The twe individuals, a married couple who are SRP customers, were informed that the Commission alse has a
pending rulemaking for electric energy efficiency rules and were provided with the NPRM for that rulemaking, for which
the oral proceeding was scheduled on March 5, 2010.

®  Specifically, Staff cited the following: Arizona Const. Art. 15, § 3; ARS. §5 40-202, 40-203, 40-321, 40-322 40-
281, and 40-282,

°  Arizona Corporation Comm'n v. Woods, 171 Ariz. 286, 294 (1992) (*Woods™) (concluding that the Commission bad
the authority under its constitutional ratemaking power to enact its Affiliated Interest rules, because they are reasonably
necessary for ratemaking, and giving deference to the Commission’s determination of what regulation is reasonably
necessary for effective ratemaking).

8 DECISION NO. _ 71722
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under Art. 15, § 3. However, without waiving ifs position that this rulemaking is wholly authorized
by Art. 15, § 3, the Commission also sets forth herein its statutory authority, and its additional
constitutional authority, for this rulemaking.

27.  AR.S. § 40-202(A) provides: “The commission may supervise and regulate every
public service corporation in the state and do all things, whether specifically designated in this title or
in addition thereto, necessary and convenient in the exercise of that power and jurisdiction.” This
language, although very broad, has been interpreted by the Arizona Supreme Court as bestowing no
additional powers on the Commission other than those already granted by the Arizona Constitution or
specifically granted elsewhere by the legislature, although the Court acknowledged that it also
provides the Commission the authority to do those things necessary and convenient in the exercise of
the powers so granted.'®

28. ARS. § 40-203 states:

When the commission finds that the rates, fares, folls, rentals, charges or
classifications, or any of them, demanded or collected by any public
service corporation for any service, product or commodity, or i
connection therewith, or that the rules, regulations, practices or confracts,
are unjust, discriminatory or preferential, illegal or insufficient, the

commission shall determine and prescribe them by order, as provided in

this title.

29.  A.RS. §40-321(A) states:

When the commission finds that the equipment, appliances, facilities or
service of any public service corporation, or the methods of manufacture,
distribution, transmission, storage or supply employed by it, are unjust,
unreasonable, unsafe, improper, inadequate or insufficient, the
commission shall determine what is just, reasonable, safe, proper,
adequate or sufficient, and shall enforce its determination by order or
regulation.

30.  AR.S. § 40-322(A) states, in pertinent part:

The commission may:

1. Ascertain and set just and reasonable standards, classifications,
regulations, practices, measurements or service to be fumished and
followed by public service corporations other than a railroad.

2. Ascertain and fix adequate and serviceable standards for the

¥ Southern Pacific Co. v. Arizona Corp. Comm'n, 98 Ariz. 339, 348 (1965).

" ARS. § 40-203 (emphasis added).

9 DECISION NO. _ 71722
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measurement of quantity, quality, pressure, initial voltage or other
condition pertaining to the supply of the product, commodity or service
furnished by such public service corporation.

3. Prescribe reasonable regulations for the examination and testing of the
product, commodity or service and for the measurement thereof.

31, AR.S. §§ 40-281 and 40-282 require a public service corporation to obtain a
Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (“CC&N”) from the Commission before constructing any
plant or system, prohibit a public service corporation from exercising any right or privilege under a
franchise or permit without first obtaining a CC&N, and authorize the Commission to attach to the
exercise of rights under a CC&N such terms and conditions as the Commission deems that the public
convenience and necessity require. (See A.R.S. §§ 40-281(A), (C); 40-282(C).)

32. The Commission has authority for this rulemaking, both constitutional and statutory,
specifically with regard to requiring public service corporations to file information with the
Commission. Article 15, § 13 of the Arizona Constitution provides: “All public service corporations
.. . shall make such reports to the Corporation Commission, under oath, and provide such information
concerning their acts and operations as may be required by taw, or by the Corporation Commission.”
In addition, A.R.S. § 40-204{A) states:

Every public service corporation shall fumish to the commission, in the
form and detail the commission prescribes, tabulations, computations,
annual reports, monthly or periodical reports of eamnings and expenses,
and all other information required by it to carry into effect the provisions
of this title and shall make specific answers to all questions submitted by

the commission. If a corporation is unable to answer any questjon, it shall
give a good and sufficient reason therefor.

These provisions grant the Commission authority to require a public service corporation to provide
reports conceming both past business activities and future plans.u

33, In addition, by its plain language, Art. 15, § 3 grants the Commission authority to
regulate public service corporations in areas other than ratemaking, specifically authorizing the
Commission to “make and enforce reasonable rules, regulations, and orders for the convenience,

comfort, and safety, and the preservation of the health, of the employees and patrons of [public

2 irizona Pub. Serv. Co. v. Arizona Corp. Comm’n, 155 Ariz. 263 {App. 1987), approved in part, vacated in part, 157
Ariz. 532 (1988),

10 DECISIONNo. 71722
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service] corporations.”"

Rationale for the Rulemaking

34, At the oral proceeding for this rulemaking, Staff explained:

The purpose of resource planning is for load-serving entities to meet the
electric needs of their customers by choosing the best mix of resources
with input from stakeholders in a transparent process, with consideration
of reliability, deliverability, cost, environmental impacts, risk, other
utilities” plans, and public policy. The proposed rulemaking would update
the existing resource planning rules and add sections on procurement and
on independent monitor selection and responsibilities.'*

> is an essential part of the

35.  Regulating electric utilities’ resource portfolios'
Commission’s efforts to meet its constitutional obligation to “prescribe just and reasonable rates and
charges to be made and collected . . . by public service corporations within the State for service

rendered therein”'® because a utility’s resource portfolio largely dictates its physical assets and

eXpenses.
36. The public service corporations that currently meet the definition of “load-serving
entity” are AEPCO, APS, UNS, and TEP, all of whom are electric utilities subject to the current IRP

rules, and none of whom are small businesses.

37.  Arizona currently has a monopoly market structure for electric utilities. The
Commission generally sets rates for the clectﬁc utilities using the following formula: (Rate Base x
Rate of Return) + Expenses = Revenue Requirement. “Rate Base” is the dollar value of the physical
assets prudently a(_:quired and used and useful in the provision of utility service. “Rate of Return” is
the authorized return on the utility’s rate base and is expressed as a percentage. “Expenses” are the
reasonable and prudent costs of service that cannot be capitalized, such as purchased power costs,
fuel costs, salaries, and taxes. The resulting “Revenue Requirement” is the amount that a utility is
anthorized to collect from its customers through its rates and that the rates adopted by the

Commission are designed to produce. Thus, the rates that a ufility is authorized to charge its

3 Ariz. Const., Art. 15, § 3. The Commission is aware of Arizona Corp. Comm'n v. Pacific Greyhound Lines, 54 Ariz.
159 (1939) (“Pacific Greyhound”) and its progeny.

" Tr. at4,

15 A utility’s resource portfolio is the collection of assets or obligations used to generate electricity or procure electricity

in the wholesale market.
' See Ariz. Const., Art. 15, § 3; Decision No. 69127 (November 14, 2006).
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customers are inextricably related to the amount of physical assets (such as generation plant facilities)
used by the utility and the costs of service incurred by the utility (such as costs of purchasing power
to meet peak load and the costs of the fuel sources used to generate electricity).

38.  If load-serving entities are permitted to recover the costs of compliance with the
revised IRP rules through ratemaking (because the costs of compliance are included as reasonable and
prudent expenses), the load-serving entities’ revenue requirements will be impacted.

39.  The increased generation source diversity required in load-serving entities’ long-term
resource plans under the revised IRP rules will impact the load-serving entities’ rate base (as a result
of decisions regarding whether to build additional plant, how much, and of what type) and the load-
serving entities” expenses (likely by lowering costs through decreased reliance on volatile and
uncertain fossil-fuel based generation and increased use of more stable fuel sources) and should resuit
in long-term cost savings to the load-serving entities and thus to their customers because of decreased
reliance on volatile fossil-fuel based generation and increased reliability and cost stability.

40.  The increased generation source diversity required in load-serving entities” long-term
resource plans, and the requirement for load-serving entities to consider and address environmental
impacts, such as air emissions, coal ash, and water consumption, should result in benefits to the
public at large that cannot be adequately quantified at this time.

41.  Because the procurement process set forth in the rules is generally consistent with the
BPPs previously adopted by the Commission, the procurement process should not result in a
significant change in costs to load-serving entities.

42.  In the Decision adopting the Renewable Energy Standard and Tariff Rules (“REST
Rules™)"” (which require affected utilities'® to satisfy an annual renewable energy requirement by
obtaining renewable energy credits from eligible renewable energy resources and to satisfy a
distributed renewable energy requirement by obtaining rencwable energy credits from distributed
renewable energy resources), the Commission made the following specific findings, which we affirm

herein:

7" The REST Rules are codified at A.A.C. R14-2-1801 through R14-2-1815.
8 An affected utility is a public service corporation serving retail electric load in Arizona that is not a utility

\Eistnbutmn company with more than half of its customers located outside of Arizona. (A.A.C. R14-2-1801.}

12 DECISION NO. 71722
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Electric utilities’ generationr portfolios consist primarily of fossil fuel
TesSources;

Electric utilities need to add new generation resources to their portfolios to
meet load growth and ensure adequate service to customers;

Electric utilities’ generation portfolios lack adequate and sufficient diversity to
promote and safeguard the security, convenience, health, and safety of their
customers and the Arizona public;

Renewable energy sources rely on free energy or very low-cost energy, are less
polluting than conventional energy sources, and are not subject to the same
price fluctuations and transporta.tion disruptions as are conventional fossil fael
ENergy sources;

Continued reliance on fossil fuel generation resources without the addition of
renewable generation resources is inadequate and insufficient to promote and
safeguard the security, convenience, health, and safety of electric utilities’
customers and the Arizona public and is thus unjust, unreasonable, unsafe, and
improper;

It is just, reasonable, proper, and necessary to require a diverse fuel supply for
Arizona’s electricity needs in order to reduce reliance on fossil fuel energy
sources in Arizona and promote and safeguard the security, convenience,
health, and safety of electric utilities’ customers and the Arizona public;
Electric service provided from renewable resources is in the public interest;
and

Tt is just, reasonable, proper, and necessary for the Commission to require
electric utilities to include a minimum amount of renewable resources in their
energy portfolios in order to reduce air pollution emissions and their associated

external costs and to promote and safeguard the security, convenience, health,

13 DECISION NO. 71722
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and safety of their customers and the Arizona public."

43.  The proposed IRP rules are designed to ensure that the costs and rates for electric
service over the long-run are just and reasonable, that electric service to Arizona customers is
adequate and reliable, and that adverse emvironmental impacts from fossil-fuel generation are
minimized to the extent feasible. The proposed IRP rules will accomplish this by requiring load-
serving entities to engage in long-term resource planning, to factor adverse environmental inpacts
and energy efficiency into their planning processes, to consider using a wide range of resources
within their resource portfolios to promote fuel and technology diversity within their resource
portfolios, to diversify their energy resource portfolios by meeting established standards for
renewable energy resources and distributed generation energy resources, and to use procurenient
processes based on the BPPs adopted in Decision No. 70032. To ensure that the Commission is kept
informed and is able to monitor load-serving entities” resource planning processes, the proposed IRP
rules also require the load-serving entities to continne submitting historical data to the Commission
and to submit projections, work plans, and action plans to the Commission. The proposed IRP rules
are the progeny of a long line of rate-regulating rules and regulations; are reasonably necessary for
effective ratemaking and for the convenience, comfort, safety, and preservation of health of the
patrons of load-serving entities; and will result in the adoption of just, reasonable, safe, proper,
adequate, and sufficient standards for load-serving entities’ resource plans.

Rulemaking Requirements

44. ARS. § 41-1057(2) exemptis Commission rules from AR.S. Title 41, Chapter 6,
Atticle 5, pertaining to review and approval of rulemakings by the Governor’s Regulatory Review
Council, but requires the Commission to “adopt substantially similar rule review procedures,
including the preparation of an economic impact statement and a statement of the effect of the rule on
small business.”

45.  AR.S. § 41-1022(E) provides that if, as a result of public comment or internal review,

an agency determines that a proposed rule requires substantial change pursuant to AR.S. § 41-1025,

19 See Decision No, 69127 at 54-55.
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the agency shall issue a supplemental notice containing the changes in the proposed rule and shall
provide for additional public comment pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-1023.
46. AR.S. § 41-1025 provides that an agency must consider all of the foilowing in

determining whether changes to a rule constitute a substantial change from the rule as proposed:

1. The extent to which ali persons affected by the rule shonid
have understood that the published proposed rule would affect their
interests.

2. The extent to which the subject matter of the rule or the

issues determined by that rule are different from the subject matter or
issues involved in the published proposed rule.

3. The extent to which the effects of the rule differ from the
effects of the published proposed rule if it had been made instead. 20

47. ARS. § 41-1044 requires the Attorney General to review rules that are exempt
pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-1057 as to form and whether the rules are clear, concise, and understandable;
within the power of the agency to make; within the enacted legislative standards; and made in
compliance with appropriaté procedures.

48, Altilough Commission rules generally are subject to review and certification by the
Attorney General under AR.S. § 41-1044 before they become effective, Commission rules
promulgated pursuant to the Commission’s exclusive constitutional ratemaking authority need not be
submitted to the Attorney General for certification.”’ However, a single rulemaking may contain both
rules that require Attorney General certification and rules that do not because they are made under the
Commission’s constitutional ratemaking authority.”

49.  The Moratorium provides that for fiscal year 2009-2010, an agency shall not conduct
any rulemaking that would impose increased nionetary or regulatory costs on other state agencies,
political subdivisions, persons, or individuals or would not reduce the regulatory burden on the
persons or individuals so regulated. By its own terms, the Moratorium does not apply to rulemakings
“It]o fulfill an obligation related to fees, rates, fines or regulations that are expressly delineated in the

constitution of this state” or “[t]o eliminate or replace archaic or illegal rules,” among others.

®  ARS. §41-1025B).

2 Corbin v. Arizona Corp. Comm'n, 174 Ariz. 216, 219 (App. 1992); Phelps Dodge Corp. v. AEPCO, 207 Axiz. 95,
115 (App. 2004) (“Phelps Dodge”).

2 See, e.g., Phelps Dodge, 207 Ariz. at 129-30.
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(Moratorium subsections (B)(4), (7).) The Moratorium further provides that an agency shall not
conduct any rulemaking permitted by the Moratorium without the prior written approval of the
Governor, but expressly exempts the Commission from that requirement. (Moratorium subsection
©€))

50. Because the Commission is conducting this rulemaking to fulfill its constitutional
ratemaking obligation under Art. 15, § 3, this rulemaking is not prohibited by the Moratorium. In
addition, the Commission is not required, by the express terms of the Moratorium, to obtain Governor
approval before procéeding with this mlemaking.

51.  Although the Commission finds that this rulemaking is being conducted to fulfill the
Commission’s constitutional obligation under Art. 15, § 3, and pursuant to its plenary and exclusive
ratemaking authority under Art. 15, § 3, and thus that the Commission is not required to obtain
Attorney General certification of this rulemaking under A.R.S. -§ 41-1044, the Commission finds that
it is prudent, in an abundance of caution and without waiving its position as o its constitutional
authority for the mlcmaking, to submit this rulemaking to the Attomey General for certification.

Public Comments

52. The Commission received one set of written comments, from WRA, after the
publication of the NPRM. WRA stated that the proposed IRP rules are in the public interest and
should be adopted by the Commission, with a few clarifications, and that the proposed IRP rules have
many strengths, including explicit reference to environmental impacts of power generation,
recognition of the uncertainties encountered in planning, recognition of the multiple objectives of
resource planning, the public input process to be used in creating resource plans, and Commission
acknowledgment of resource plans. WRA further stated:

Arizona electric utilities will be making numerous resource decisions in
the coming decades and their choices will affect electric rates, their own
financial condition, and environmental quality. These decisions will be
made in a fog of uncertainty and the resource planning process can help
manage the risks posed by uncertain fuel prices, uncertain capital costs for
new resources, risks to cost recovery, and potential costs of reducing
environmental impacts.

WRA requested that the following clarifying changes be made to the proposed IRP rules:
a.  In Rule 701(33), in the definition of “Production Cost,” that the phrase
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“(including fuel cost),” which was stricken in the proposed IRP rules, be
restored;

b. In Rule 704(B), that “Environmental impacts of resource choices and
alternatives™ be listed as a factor to be considered by the Commission, to make
the rule consistent with the numerous provisions® in the proposed IRP rules
requiring environmental impacts to Be addressed; and

c. In Rule 703(F)(6), at the end of the subsection, that “or in an order of the
Commission” be added to clarify that an energy efficiency requirement set by
the Commission by order rather than by rule wonid need to be met in a load-
serving entity’s resource plan.

53.  The Commission did not receive any other written comments to the proposed TRP
rules during the formal comment period after the NPRM was published on January 8, 2010.

54. During the oral proceeding in this matter, on March 4, 2010, the Commission received
oral comments from Interwest Energy Alliance, a participant in the Commission’s public process to
develop the proposed IRP rules, and from two private individuals who are customers of SRP.
Interwest Energy Alliance asserted that the public process was a very good process, with broad
participation and much collaboration; that the procurement methodology and independent monitor
provisions in the proposed IRP rules are very important for independent developets and are important
for making sure that good resources are obtained in the future; and that the proposed IRP rules will be
“a very important tool for commissioners, for utilities, [and] for stakeholders moving forward to be
able to evaluate really complex issues that we’re starting to face in energy.”24 One of the private
individuals urged the Commission to adopt aggressive energy efficiency standards and goals in rules,
and both of the private individuals expressed support for the direction the Commission is taking with
regard to energy efficiency.?

55. A document summarizing the written and oral comments received on the proposed

% WRA asserted that the proposed IRP rules include more than a dozen passages pertaining to analysis and
consideration of the environmental aspects of various generation rescurces and their alternatives, citing Rule 703(D)(17)
and Rule 703(F)(3) as two such exarmples.

* Troatl2. S

| ®  SeeTr. at13-17.
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IRP rules and providing the Commission’s responses to those comments is attached hereto as Exhibit
E and incorporated herein. The summary of comments and the Commission’s responses to those
comments, as set forth in Exhibit E, should be included in the Preamble for a Notice of Final

Rulemaking in this matter.

Probable Economic Impacts
56.  Staff’s EIS asserts that load-serving entities may incur additional costs as a result of

this rulemaking because they will be required to increase their analyses and reporting activities; that
these additional costs may be recovered through load-serving entities’ rates to customers; and that
customers of load-serving entities (private entities or political subdivisions) will benefit from
expanded resource planning that considers the total cost of electric energy services, reliability, and
risk and may benefit from a fair and transparent procurement process that will encourage the lowest
prices for the acquisition of resources. We find that these asserfions are accurate and should be
included in the EIS for this rulemaking.
57.  We also find that the information set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 36 through 41
should be added to the EIS for this rulemaking to reflect more fully the rulemaking’s impacts.
Staff’s Recommendations
58. Staff recommends the following changes to the language of the proposed IRP rules as
published in the NPRM:
a The changes requested by WRA in its written comments, as set forth in
Findings of Fact No. 52, which Staff asserts are clau‘iﬁc'a._tions;26
b. In 703(DX1)h), that the language “, including the cost of comphance with
existing and expected environmental regulations” be added at the end of the
subsection to accommoda.te language currently included in 703(D)(17) but
more appropriately included in 703(D)(1)(h);
c. In 703(D)(17), in the first sentence, that the language “a plan” be deleted

% Staff asserted that not including “or in an order of the Commission” in Rule 703(F)(6) was an oversight, as it was
always contemplated that any Comumission energy efficiency standards set by order as opposed to rule would be
addressed in resource plans. (Tr. at 10.) In addition, Staff asserted that adding the concept of environmental impact to the
factors to be considered in Rule 704(B) is merely a clarification, as Staff considered environmental impacts to be
encompassed within Rule 704(B)(7) and/or 704(B)(8). (Tr.at 11.}
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before “for reducing water consumption” to clarify that reducing water
consumption can be included in the plan for reducing environmental impacts;

d. In 703(D)(17), that the second sentence be deleted because it is more
appropriate for the language to be included in 703(D)(i)(h} and because the
language is redundant with 703(E)(1)(d);

e. In 703(D)(17), that the last two sentences be deleted and moved to a separate
subsection 703(I), with conforming changes, because a separate subsection
would be a more appropriate location;

f. In 703(F)(4), that the language preceding the list be revised to read “Will
include renewable energy resources to meet or exceed the greater of the
Annual Renewable Energy Requirement in Ri4-2-1804 or the following
annual percentages of retail kWh sold by the load-serving entity” to improve
clarity;

2. In 703(F)(5), that the language preceding the list be revised to read “Will
include distributed generation energy resources to meet or exceed the greater
of the Distributed Renewable Energy Requirement in Ri4-2-1805 or the
following annual percentages as applied to the load-serving entity’s Annual
Renewal Energy Requirement” to improve clarity; and

h. In 706(D), that the language “Staff considers to be qualified” be changed to
read “Staff has determined to be qualified” to improve clarity.

Resolution
59.  The changes recommended by Staff as set forth in Findings of Fact No. 58 would

increase the clarity, conciseness, and understandability of the proposed IRP rules and should be

adopted.

60.  The changes recommended by Staff as set forth in Findings of Fact No. 38 would not
result in a substantial change fo the proposed IRP rules, as determined under A.R.S. § 41-1025, aﬁd
would not necessitate a Notice of Supplemental Proposed Rulemaking because they will not change

the persons affected by the rules, the subject matter of the rules, the issues determined by the rules, or
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the effects of the rules.
61.  As published in the NPRM, the proposed IRP rules included several minor errors that
should be corrected in the Notice of Final Rulemaking for this ralemaking,”’ specifically:
a. In subsection 703(D)(3){¢), the words “An explanation of” should be removed

as redundant and replaced with “the The”;

b. In subsection 703(B)(1)(i), a stricken comma should appear before the
underlined semicolon;

c. In subsection 703(D)(14)(d), commas should be included before “including”
and after “consumption”;

d. In subsection 704(D), the misspelling of “acknowledgment” should be
corrected, and “the” should be underlined after “The”;

€. The labels for subsections 703(B)Y(1)(1), (B)}(1)(p), and (B)(4) should not be in
strikeout; and

f. The labels for subsections 703(D) and (F) should not be in strikeout.

62.  The proposed IRP rules, with the changes recommended by Staff in Findings of Fact
No. 58 and the minor corrective changes described in Findings of Fact No. 61 (“revised IRP rules™),
are set forth in Exhibit D and incorporated herein and should be adopted by the Commission.

63. The revised IRP rules, as set forth in Exhibit D, should be submitted to the Attorney
General’s Office for approval pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-1044, in the form of a Notice of Final
Rulemaking that includes a Preamble complying with AR.S. § 41-1001(14)(d), along with a separate
Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact Statement that combines the information contained
in the EIS filed by Staff and the information set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 36 through 41.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. Pursuant to Arizona Constitution, Art. 15, § 3, the Commission has authority and
jurisdiction to amend Article 7 and Rules 701 through 704 and to adopt Rules 705 and 706 as

reflected in Exhibit D.

2 Several of these errors appear to have resulted from changes made at the Office of the Secretary of State.
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2. The revised IRP rules, as set forth in Exhibit D, are reasonably necessary steps for
effective rulemaking and are reasonably necessary for the convenience, comfort, safety, and
preservation of health of the patrons of load-serving entities and will result in the adoption of just,
reasonable, safe, proper, adequate, and sufficient standards for load-serving entities’ resource plans.

3. Because the Commission is adopting the revised IRP rules to fulfill its constitutional
ratemaking obligation under Art. 15, § 3, this rulemaking is not prohibited by Laws 2009, Chapter 7,
§ 28 (3™ Special Session).

4. Although the Commission is not required to submit rulemakings authorized by the
Commission’s constitutional authority under Art. 15, § 3 to the Attomey General for certification
under AR.S. § 41-1044, it is pennissible for the Commission to do so, and the Commission’s
decision to do so does not constitute a waiver of its position that this rulemaking is wholly authorized
by Art. 15, § 3.

5. Pursuant to Arizona Constitution, Art. 15, §§ 3 and 13 and A.R.S. §§ 40-202(A), 40-
203, 40-204(A), 40-281(A), 40-282(C), 40-321(A), and 40-322(A), the Commission has additional
authority and jurisdiction to amend Article 7 and Rules 701 through 704 and to adopt Rules 705 and
706 as reflected in Exhibit D.

6. Notice of the oral proceeding regarding the NPRM was provided in the manner
prescribed by law.

7. Article 7 and Rules 701 through 706, as set forth in Exhibit D, contain no substantial
changes from the proposed IRP rules as published in the NPRM.

8. Article 7 and Rules 701 through 706, as set forth in Exhibit D, are clear, concise, and
understandable; within the Commission’s power to make; within enacted legislative standards; and
made in compliance with appropriate procedures.

9. Adoption of Article 7 and Rules 701 through 706, as set forth in Exhibit D, is in the
public interest.

10. A separate Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact Statement that combines
the information contained in the EIS filed by Staff and the information set forth in Findings of Fact

Nos. 36 through 41 will comply with A.R.S. § 41-1057(2) and should be adopted.
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11.  The summary of the written and oral comments received concerning the NPRM and
the Commission’s responses to those comments set forth in Exhibit E are accurate, will comply with
AR.S. § 41-1001(14)d), and should be included in the Preamble for the Notice of Final Rulemaking
for this matter.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Arizona Administrative Code Title 14, Chapter 2,
Article 7, and Rules R14-2-701 through R14-2-706, as set forth in Exhibit D, are hereby adopied.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Commission’s Utilities Division Staff/Legal Division
Staff shall create a separate Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact Statement that
combines the information contained in the EIS filed by Staff and the information set forth in Findings
of Fact Nos. 36 through 41 and fhat the Commission hereby adopts the separate Economic, Small
Business, and Consumer Impact Statement so created.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Commission’s Utilities Division Staff/L.egal Division
Staff shall prepare and file with the Office of the Attorney General, for approval pursuant to Arizona
Revised Statutes § 41-1044, a Notice of Final Rulemaking that includes the text of Arizona
Administrative Code Title 14, Chapter 2, Article 7, and Rules R14-2-701 through R14-2-706, as set
forth in Exhibit D, and a Preamble that conforms to Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-1001(14)(d} and
includes a summary of comments and Commission responses as set forth in Exhibit E. The
Commission’s Utilities Division Staff/Legal Division Staff shall also file with the Office of the
Attorney General the separate Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact Statement required
to be created by the second ordering paragraph herein and any additional documents required by the

Office of the Attorney General for its approval process.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Commission’s Utilities Division Staff/Legal Division
Staff is authorized to make non-substantive changes in the adopted Arizona Administrative Code:
Title 14, Chapter 2, Article 7, and Rules R14-2-701 through R14-2-706, as set forth in Exhibit D; the
adopted Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact Statement; and any additional documents
required by the Office of the Attorney General in response to comments received from the Office of
the Attorney General during the approval process under Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-1044 unless,
after notification of those changes, the Commission requires otherwise.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Decision shall become effective immediately.

BY ORDER OF THE ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION.

Gl 4 a

COMMISSIONER i / COMMISSIONER /

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I, ERNEST G. JO -
Executive Director of the Arizona Corporation Commission,
have hereunto set my hand and caused the official seal of the
Commission to be affixed at the Capitol, in the City of Phoenix,
this 3% day of Terq-€— ,2010.

Eﬁé ﬁ JO;%SO’P_Q

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

DISSENT

DISSENT
SNH:db
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EXHIBIT “A”

Arizona Adminisirative Register / Secretary of Stale
Notices of Proposed Rulemaking

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING

TITLE 14. PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS; CORPORATIONS AND ASSOCIATIONS;
SECURITIES REGULATION

CHAPTER 2. CORPORATION COMMISSION
FIXED UTILITIES

Editor s Note: The following Notice of Proposed Rulemaking is exempt from Laws 2009, 3rd Special Session, Ch. 7, § 28. (See
the text of § 28 on page 74}

[R0O9-140)
PREAMELE
1. Sections Affected Rulemaking Action
Article 7 Amend
R14-2-70] Amend
R14-2-702 Amend
R14-2-703 Amend
R14-2-704 Amend
R14-2-705 New Section
R14-2-706 New Section
2. The specific authori r the rulemaki including both _the authorizing statot eneral) and statutes the
rules are implemenfing (specific):
Authorizing stahite: Arizona Constitution Article XV § 3; A.R.S. §§ 40-202; 40-203; 40-321, 40-322, 40-281, 40-282
Implementing statute: Arizona Constitution Article XV § 3; A R.5. §§ 40-202; 40-203; 40-321, 40-322, 40-281, 40-
282
3. A list of all previons netices appearing in the Repister addressing the proposed rule:
Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening: 16 A.AR. 72, January 8, 2010 (in this issue)
4, Thepame dress of apenc nnel with whom persons may ¢ icate regarding t lemaking:
Name: Maureen A. Scott, Esq. .
Attorney, Legat Division, Corporation Commission
Address: 1260 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007
Telephone: (602) 542-3402
Fax: (602) 542-4870
E-mail: mscott@azee.gov
or 7
Wame: Barbara Keene
Public Utilities Analyst, Gorporation Commission
Address: 1200 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007
- Volume 16,1ssue 2 . _ Page 34 - o January 8, 2010
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Arizona Administrative Register / Secretary of State
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Notices of Proposed Rulemaking

Telephone: (602) 542-0853
Fax: (602) 364-2270
E-mail: bkeene@azce.gov

An explanation of the rnle, including the agency’s reasons for inifiating the rule:

The purpose of Resource Planning is for Joad-serving entitics to meet the electric needs of their customers by choos-
ing the best mix of resources, with input from stakeholders in a transparent process, with consideration of reliability,
deliverability, cost, environmental impacts, risk, other utilities” plans, and public policy. In its planning process and in
meeting its Joad obligations, a load-serving entity shall consider afl available options.
The Arizona Cormporation Commission (“Commission™) adopted the existing Resource Planning rules in 1985. In
2007, the Commission issued Decision No. 67744 which ordered Commission staff to schedule workshops on
resource planning issues to focus on developing needed infrastructure and developing a flexible, tirnely, and fair com-
petitive procurement process. If necessary, the workshops would be followed with rulemaking to amend existing
rules.
The proposed rulemaking would update the existing Resource Planning rules and add Sections on Procurement and
on Independent Monitor Selection and Responsibilities.
A reference fo a tudy relevant to the ruje that the agepcy reviewetd and proposes either to rely on or not to vel
n in its evalpatien of or justification jor ithe yule ere the public ma tain or review each study, all data
uaderiving each study. and any analysis of each study and other supporting material;
Mone -
A showing of pood cause why the rufe is necessary to prompte a statewide interest if the rule will diminish 2 previ-
ous grant of rity of a political subdjvision of this s¢tate;
Mot applicable
The prelimina mmary of the economic, small busin and copsumer im ;
The public at large will benefit from expanded resource planning that considers the total cost of electric energy ser-
vices, reliability, and risk. A fair and transparent procurement process will encourage the lowest prices for the acqui-
sition of resources.
Load-serving entities will be required to increase their analyses and reporting activities. Although the load-serving
entities are now engaging in some of the required activities, they may incur additional costs of complying with the
rules.
Probable costs to the Commission of the proposed rulemaking would inciude costs associated with reviewing fifings,
and participating in meetings and hearings.
The name and addres ageng, nnel with whom_persons may communicate regarding the uracy of the
economic. small iness, an nsumer impact statement;

Mame: Maureen A. Scott, Esq. .
Attorney, Legal Division, Arizona Corporation Commission

Address: 1200 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Telephone: (602) 542-3402
Fax; {602) 542-4870
E-mail: mscott@azee. gov
or

MName: Barbara Keene
Public Utilities Analyst, Arizona Corporation Commission

Address: 1200 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Telephone; - (602) 542-0853
Fax: _ (602) 364-2270
E-maik: bkeene@azce.gov

v Japuary 82080 - oo e oo . PagedS.. . . “olumel6,Issue 2
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10, The time, place, and natore of th ceedings for making, smepdment, or 1 of the rule, gr if no proceed-
ing is scheduled, where, when. and how perspns may request an oral proceeding on the proposed rule:
Public comment will be held on March 4, 2010, beginning at 10:00 a.m. or as soon as practicable thereafter, in Hear-
ing Room 1 at the Commission’s Phoenix offices of the Arizona Corporation Commission located at 1200 W. Wash-
ington 5t., Phoenix, AZ 85007. Hearing Division requests initia] written comments be received on or before February —
16, 2010, and responsive-comments be received on or before February 23, 2010, Comments should be submitted to
Docket Control at the above address, Please reference docket number RE-00000A-09-0249 on all documents.

11. Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicable to the specific agency or fo any specific ruie or ¢lass of

rules:
MNone
12. Ingorporations by yeference and their Jocation in ¢he rules:
None

13. The fuld text of the rujes Jollows:

TITLE 14. PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS; CORPORATIONS AND ASSOCIATIONS;
SECURITIES REGULATION

CHAPTER 2. CORPORATION COMMISSION
FIXED UTILITTES

ARTICLE 7. RESOURCE PLANNING AND PROCUREMENT

Section

R14-2-701.  Definitions

R14-2-702,  Applicability

R14-2-703.  Dtidity-repertingrequirements Load-serving Entity Reporting Requiremenis
R14-2-704.  Commission review-afutitity-plans Review of Load-serving Entify Resource Plans
R14-2.705.  Procurement

R14-2-706.  Independent Moniior Selection and Responsibijlitie

ARTICLE 7. RESOURCE PLANNING AND P UREME
R14-2-7T01. Definitions

ires In this Article. unless otherwise specified:

"]—. BHo—63 3 . 3 Z cHHe

e

3

4-  “Baselopd demand’—demandfor-enersy-that-ts-insensitive-to-termperature:

L “Ackpowledpment” means a Commission determination, under R14-2-704, that a plan meets the basic requirements
of this Article,

2. “Affiliated” means related through ow ip of voting securities, th h_contract, or otherwise in such a mannper
that one entity directly or indir controls another, is directly or indirectly co ed by another, or js under direct
or indirect common control with another gntity,

5:3. “Benchmark” - means to calibrate against a known set of values or standards.

&4, “Book life” - means the expected time period over which a power supply source will be available for use by the-wtHisy
a load-serving entity.

5. “Btu” means British thermal unit, .

76, “Capacity” - means the amount of electric power,_measured in megawagts, whieh that a power source is rated to pro-
videy-either-by-the-user-the-seppherer-the-manufastarer,

8.7, “Capital costs” - means the construction and instaliation cost of facilities, including land, Jand rights, structures, and

equipment.

9—. =i a 11 — i B ‘;" "'-"' a '2"::"5 dS5eHd ATany e Zappp -y —ar T

8 “Coincident peak” means the maximum of the sum of two or more demands that pecur in the same demand interval,
which demand interval may be gstablished on an annual, monthly. or h asis.

18-9. “Customer class” - means a group subset of customers categorized according to with similar characteristics, such as
amount of energy consumed;; amount of demand placed on the energy supply system at the system peaks: hourly,
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daily, or seasonal load pattems; primary type of activity engaged in by the customer, including residential, commer
|a1 ndu tr1al agricultural and overnmental; and Iocatlon Gus%ameﬁel&sses-ma&wﬁdﬂde—msﬂeﬁﬂal—eﬁmmﬁfeml—

4311 “Demand management” ans beneﬁmal ractucuon in thc total cost of meeting electric energy service needs by
reducing or shifting in time 'Eh&dﬁfﬂ-ﬂﬁd—fef electricity usage.

+4:12. “Derating™ - means a reduction in a generating unit’s capacity.

15-13. “Discount rate™ - meang the interest rate used to calculate the present value of a cost or other economic variable.

14. “Docket Control™ means the office of the Commission that receives thcial filings for entry into the Commission’s

public electronic docketing system,
15, “Emergency” mesans an unforeseen and unforeseeable condition that:

g, not arise from load-serving entity’s failure to & ¢ i good utility practices
b. Istemporary in nature. an
¢. Threatens reliability or poses another significant risk to the syste:

16. “End use” - means the final application of electric energy, for activities such as, but not limited to, heating, cooling,
running e-partieular an appliance; or motor, an industrial process, or lighting.

17. “Energy logses™ - means the guantity of electric encrgy geng:g;ed or purchaggd mat is not ava:lable for sale to cnd
users, for resale, or for use by the utiliy Jpad b an oA
unaeesuntedFor-tosses.

18. “Escalation™ - means the change in costs due to inflation, changes in manufacturing processes, changes in availability
of Iabor or mater:als or othcr factors

in Oty

19. “Generatipg unit™ means ecific device et of devwe convert, m of ene heat or sol
energy) into electric energy. such turbine and penerator or & set of ph tovolta'c cell

20. “Heat rate” - means a measure of generating station thermal efficiency expressed in British-thermat-anita(Btus) per
net kilowatthour kilowati-hour and computed by dividing the total Btu content of fuel used for electric generation by
the ki-le-wau—beﬂfs llom hgurg of clcctrlclty generated

21, “Independen nitor” means mpany_or consultant that § affiliated wi load-serving enti d that is
sclected to oversee the uct of & co ilive procurg rocess under R14-2-706.

22, “Integration” means methods by which energy produced by infermitient resources can be incorporajed jnto the eleg-
toc grid.

23, “Intermit ::nt rces” means electric power peneration for which the ener roduction varies in response £o natu-
rally oce rocesses like wind or solar intensi

2324, “lnterruptlblc power” - means power made avallabie under azreementswhieh an agreement that pessit permits
curtailment or cessation of delivery by the supplier.
24.25, “In-service date™ - means the date a power supply source becomes available for use by #he-utitity a load-servipg

entity.
&4

[m
>

owns. in wholg or in part. a generating facility o facilities with city of at |east 5 awatts combi
27, term™ means having a duration of three or morg
26-28. “Maintenance™ - means the repair of generation, transmission, distribution, ard administrative, and general facili-
tiesy; replacement of minor items;; and installation of materials to preserve the efficiency and working condition of
the Tacilities.

2729, “Mothbalhng - r_nggn& the tcmporary removal of a g;c_geratmg umt frorn actwe service and accompanying leng-
term storage activities.

28:30. “Operate” - megns to manage or otherwise be responmble for the producuon of electricity f/om by a generating
facility, whether that facility is owned by the operator, in whole or in part, or whetherthat-feettity-t-ewned by another
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39—31 “Part:cnpatlon raie” - means the proportmn of customers who takc part ina spccn‘" ¢ program.
3132, “Probabilistic analysis” - means a systematic evaluation of the effect, on costs, reliability, or other measures of per-
formance of therange-of possible events affecting factors whieh that influence performance, considering the ehanees
likelihond that the events will oecur.
3233 “Production cost™ - means the variable operating costs and maintenance eest-fineludingfuel-eest) costs of produc-
ing electricity through generation and plus the cost of purchases of power sufficient to meet demand.

33-34. “Refurbish” - meang to make major changes, more extensive than maintenance or repair, in the power production,
transmission, or distribution characteristics of 2 component of the power supply system srere-extensive-than-mainte-

paRee-errepair, such as by changing the fuels which that can be used in a generating unit or changing the capacity of
& generating unit.
3435, “Reliability” - means a measure of the ability of the-utilitys a load-serving entity’s generation, transmission, ard or
dlstnbutton sys%em& ystcm 0 prowdc power w1thout failures—Reliabitity-shewld-be, measured separatelyforgenera-
: -t hen may 0 reflect the propertion porlion of time that eaek a system
is unable to rneet de:mand or the ieﬂewa{-t-hﬁﬁfs Jlowgu hours of demand that could not be supplied.
36, “Renewable energy resource” means an energy resource that is repla rapidk tural, ongoing process and
thaj js not puclear or fossil fuel.

3537, “Reserve requirements” - means the capacity swhish-the-utitisy that a [oad-serving entify must maintain in excess of

its peak load to provide for scheduled maintenance, forced outages, unforeseen loads, em ergencies, system operating

requirements, and pewespeolreguirernents reserve sharing arrangements.
. “Reserve sharing arran t” means an agreement een two or moere load-serving entiti rovide backu

capacity.
-}6—39 "Resource p]anmng” mean 1ntcgrated sapply and demand mﬂym—faﬁhe—ﬂ&ﬁpﬁﬂe—eﬁd&ﬁﬂ-ﬁwﬂg—tha—me&m—ef

analyses completed as
cscnbcg in T.hlS Artxclg
40. “RFP” means request for proposals.
3%-41. “Self generation™ - meany the production of electricity by an end user by-aay-means-inelading-eogeneration.
38-42. “Sensitivity analysis™ - means a systematic assessment of the degree of response of costs, reliability, or other mea-
sures of performance to changes in assumptions about factors whieh that influence performance.

43. “Short term” means having a durstion of less than threg years,
39-44, “Spinning reserve” - means the capamty which-the-utility a Joad-serving cnllgg must mainta:n connected to the 8ys-
tem and ready to deliver power promptly in_the event of an unexpected | enerati
be, expressed as a percentage of pcak load, &3 a pcrccntage of the largest gencra;mg unit, or as j_l]_ ﬁxed megawalts.
s individuals wol r the G issipn’g Utiliti | hrough

45, = Division. whether
tragl,

46. “*Third-party independent ener ker” means an entity, suc Prebon Energy or Tradition Fipangial Services, that
facilitates an energy transaction between separate ies without taking title to the transaction

47. “*Third-party enline trading system™ means a computer-hased marketplace for commodity exchanges provided by an
entity that is not affjliated with the lpad- ing entity, such as the Iniercontinental Exchange. California Independ

System Operator, or New York Mercantile Exchange.
40:48. “Total cosi” - means all capital, operating, maintenance, fuel, and decommissioning costs, plus the costs associated

wn.h mitigating any adverse envlrogmental cﬂ'cct_.s, mcurrcd bx cud users, logd-gen'mg eng];ggs. or othf:rsa in the pro-

orvehe . . e
rticle applies to each load—se

B.
megawaits gombined shall provide written notice to the Commission within 30 days afier the increase and shall comply
with the filing requirements in this Article within two years after the nojice is filed, .
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C. The Commission may, by Order, exempt a wiihity load-serving entity from theserequirements complying with any provi-
sion in this Article, or.the Article as a whole, upon a-demenstration-by-the-utiity determining that;
the The burden of compliance with this the provision, or the Article as a whole, exceeds the potential for-cestsevings
resubting henefits to customers in the form of gost sgvings, service retiability. risk reductions. or reduced environmen-
tal impacts that would result from #s-participation the load-serving entity’s compliance with the provision or Article;
and
2 The public interest will be served by the exemption.
D. A lpad-serving entity that desires an exemption shall submit to Docket Control an application that includes, at a mini-

mum:

L

1. The reasons why the burden of complying with the Article, or the gpecific provision in the Article for which exemp-
tion is requested, exce e potential benefits to customers that would result from the load-serving entity’s compli-
ance with the provision or Article;

2. Dala supportin ad-serving entity’s assertions as to the burden of compliance and the potential benefi Cus-
{omers that would result from compliance; and

3. The reasons why the publi rest would be served by the requested exemption.

E. A load-sei ntity shall file with Docket Control, withi days afier the effective date of these riles, the documents
hat would have been due on April 1. 2010, under R 14-2-703(C), (D and (H) had the rgvisions to th eg-

tions been effective at that time,
R14-2-703.  Dtility-reportingrequirements Load-serving Entity Reporting Requirements
A, Demand i‘ e i"-' 8 i“;‘ e """;“: e ""2.:.::’ '-“‘"

esamﬁtes-wei-e—m&é& ]oad scm ha]l b A nl 1 of cach ear ew:th Docket Control a onm :latlon of

best estimate and a full descngtmn of how the estimate was made:

1. Hourly demand for the previous calendar year, disaggregated by:
a. Sales to end users;
b. Sales for resale;;
c. Energy losses;; and
d. Other disposition of energy, such as energy furnished without charge and energy used by the wtihity: load-serving

entity:

Entitles-purchasing-power-for-resale:
32, Comcudent peak demand {megawatts) and energy demand consumptlion (megawati-heurs megawati-hours) by month
for the previous 10 years, dtsaggregatcd by customer class endfornenrestdentisl-eustormers—Havatlabledisagare-

4-3. Number of customers by customer class by-year for gach of the previous 10 years:; and
et :"""-‘ ) Sy o e e '- t ! cH -".’ e
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2-4. Reduction in load (kilowatt and kilowatt-hours) in the previcus calendar year due to existing demand management
measurcs, by type of demand man agement measure-ﬁ—ﬂ%—pﬁ%u&-&ﬂ-kﬁdﬂf-y&af

B.
éeaea-be—hew—ﬁues&e&ﬁm&m—wefe%&d-e- di-servmg entlgg shal], by Apnl | of each ycan f ]c w:th DockeL ngg;g a
maintaiped the
lpad-serving entity’s best estimate full description of huw the ¢; te Was made.

1. Foreach gencrating unit and purchased power contract for the previous calendar year:

2,  TIn-zervice date and book life of contract periods:

b. -Bﬁ{-)-k—]-l-fé—&l‘—eeﬂ-t:l’&ei-peﬁﬁd Type of penerating unit or contract;:

¢. Eapaeity The load-serving entity’s share of the generating unit’s capacity, or of capacity under the contract, in
megawatts futitity-share);:

d. Maximum generaling unit or coniract capacity, by hour, day, or month, if such capacity varics ever duging the
year;

e. Foreedoutagerate Annuaf capacity factor (generating units onlyk:

f.  Average heat rate of generating units and, if available, heat rates at selected output fevelss;

g. Faet Average fuel cost for generating units, in dollars per million Btu for each type of fuel;

h. Other variable operating and maintenance costs for generating units, in doilars per megawatt hour;;

i. Purchased power energy costs for eontraet-purehases Jong-term coptracts, in dollars per megawait-heur mega-
waft-hoyr;

j. Fixed operating and maintenance costs of generating units, in dollars per megawatl fortheyear;

k. Demand charges for purchased power;

L Fueltypes-forgenerating-anits; Fuel type for each generating unit:

m. Minimum capacity at which the generating unit would be run or power must be purchased;

n.  Whether, under standard operating procedures, the generating unit must be run if it is available 1o rung

0. MaintenaneeSehedulesfor penerating-units; Description of each generating unit as base {oad, intermediate, or
p_gakmg,

=g uriis-and-parehased power-eonfreetsowhich-thewtility—u
ﬁlﬁm&iﬂg—ﬂﬂd—ﬁﬁpﬁlﬁ—lﬂ&d&]ﬁ- Environmentatb impacts, including air emission quanti ies in_metric tons or

aunds rates (in quantities per me t-hour) for carbon dioxide. nitrogen oxides. sulfur dioxide, mercu
rticulates, and ot ir emissions subject o current or expected future environmental regulati
g. Water consumption quantities and rates; and
L. Tons of coal ash produced per generating unit;
2. For the power supply system for the previous calendar year:

a. A description of generating unit commitment proceduress;

b.  Production cosiz

¢. Reserve requirementss;

d.  Spinning reserve;;

e. Reliability of generating, transmission, and distribution systemss;

f.  Interchenge-purehase Purchase and sale prices, averaged by month, for the aggrepate of a]] purchases and sales
related to short-term contracts: and

g Energy jossess

3. The level of cegeneration-and-otherforms-ef self generation in the wiitity’s Joad-serving entity’s service area for the

previous calendar year:; and and
- Al gxplanatlon of anx resource grocgr;m;gt prgcesses U§cd by thc load scrwng entity during
the previous calendar vear that did not ingiude vse of an RFP, including the exception under which the process was
used.
C.

ﬁeﬂq— A Io d -servi enti shall b A nl 1 of each even vear, file with Docket Conirol a compilati f the followin

items of load data and analvses, which may include a reference to the last filing made under this subsection for gach item

for which there has been no change in forecast sin filing:

1. Fen-yvear Fificen-year forecast of system coincident peak load {megawatis) and encrgy demended consumption
(megawatt-hours megawatt-hours) by month and year, expressed separately for residential, commercial, industrial,
interraptible; and other eustemers; customer classes: for interruptible power; for resale;; and for energy losses:;
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3—2 Dlsaggrcgatmn of the d&l‘ﬂ-ﬁﬂd gg forccast of subsecuon (C)1) into a component in which no additional demand
management measures are assumed, and a component trdieating gssuming the change in load due to additional fore-
castcd demand managcrncnt measures:; and and

3. Documentation of all sources of data, analyses, methods, and assumptions used in making the demeand |oad forecasts,
including:
#= A a description of how the forecasts were benchmarked; and
b hs&ﬁea&ens justifications for se!ecimg the methods and assumptions used;and

3 7 Ears EBFEaTEr 3 e ;':":‘ 2 ot "" — = ¥ A etre g a5 ': Syt -
A load-serving enfity shall, by April | of each even year, file with Docket Co l the followin ective analyses and
plans, which shall compare a wide range of resource options and take into consideration expected duty cycies. cost projec-

tions_other analyses required under this Section, environmental impacts, and water consumption and may inctude a refer-
the last fili ade under this subsection for each itemn for which there has been no change since the [ast filing:

) :FEH-}‘E&F A }5-gcar resonrce pian prowdmg for each year
a s e 3 Projected data for each of the items listed in

gbaectiou (3){ 1, for cach gencratmg umt and purchased powcr source, including each generating unit that js
expected to be new or refurbished during the period. which shall be designated as new or refurbished, as applica-

he-date-reauiced b or{B aHhrous der: Projected data for each of the jtems listed in
ubsection (B)2), for the power supply system;

bc. For The capital cast. construction time, and construction spending schedule for each generating unit that-ia
expected to be new or refurbished during the periodz;

le, for the year o chase oy the period efurbishment; and

=

- ."‘:;.: ;:"E"--;‘:‘ ""‘= '-;"-'-':‘ _'"-":'-"-'- el

e-d. The escalation levels assumed for each component of cost, such as, but not limited to. operating and mainte-
nance, environmental compliance, gystem integration, backup capacity, and transmission delivery, for each gen-
erating unit and purchased power source:;

ehe. Forthe If discontinuation, decommissioning, or mothballing of any power source and gr permanent deratings
derating of any generating facility is expected:
i. Identification of the each power seurees source or uris ggnerating unit involved;;
ii. The costs and spending schedule efsueh for each discontinuation, decommissioning, mothballing, or derat-

ings and

iii. The reasons for gach discontinuation, decormnmissioning, mothballing, or derating=;

ef, The capital ¢osts and operating and maintenance costs of all new or refurbished transmission and distribution
facilities expected during the [ S-vear period-—and;

2. a-deseription An explanation of the need for and purpose of sueh all expected new or refurbished transmission
and distribution facilities-, which explanation shall incorporate the Joad-serving ¢ntitv's most recent transmission

le undcr B8, 0 02{A and elevant provisio e Commls ion' sm ecent Biennial

h. - Cost analyses and cost projections:

2. Documentation of the data, assumptions, and methods or models used to forecast production costs and power produc-
tion i-subseetieon{D)-efthisSeetion for the 15-vear respurce plan, including the method by which the forecast
was eatibrated-or benchmarked:;

3. Descriptien A description of:

a. esch Each potential power source whieh that was rejecteds;
b. ¢he The capital gosts, and operating costg, and maintenance costs of each rejected source;; and
¢. An explapation of the reasons for rejecting each sources;
4. Temyear A 15-year forecast of eogenerationand-other self generation by customers of the utiliey Joad-serving entity,

L danvary8,2000 ... .. . Page#41 . Volumel6,Issue2
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in terms of annual peak production (megawatts) and annual energy production (megavwatt-heurs megawatt-hours);
5. Disaggregation of the forecast of subsection (D)(4) of-thisSeetion into aeomponent-in-whieh Lo components, ong

reflecting the self generation projected if no additional efforts are made 1o encourage such-generation self generation,

and a-compenent-eonsisting-ef ong reflecting the ehange-in-supply-due-te self generation projected to result from the

load-serving entity’s institution of additional forecasted eegeneratien-and self generation measuress;

6. TFen-vear A 13-vear forecast of the annual capital costs and operating and maintenance costs by-year of el the cogen-
erationand-other self generation ineludedin subseetion{D¥ 5ol this-Seetien: identified under sybsections (D4) and
(3%

7. Documentation of the analysis of the segeneration-and-other self generation in-subseetien under subsections (D)4}
through {6) efthis-Seetion:,

8, A plan that considers using a wide range of resources and promotes fuel and technology diversity within its portfolio:

9. A caleylation of the benefits of gene ion using renewable en resources:

10. A plan that factors in the delivered co. t of all resource opti including costs associaled with environmental c li-
ance, §ystem integratjon, backup capacity, and transmission delivery;

11. Analysis of intepration costs for intermittent resources:

12, n 1o increase the efficiency of the load-serving enti

13. Data to suppoit technelogy choices for supply-side resources;

cription of the demand management progr ¢ measures inc¢luded in the 15-vear resource plan, including for
gach dem anagerent aIm O Imeasure:
How and when the program or measure will be implemented;
The projected participation leve] by cugtomer class for the propram or measure;

2.
b.
c. The expected change in peak del and and ener; nsumption resulting from ¢ R
d. The expected reductions in epvironmental impacts including air emissions, sotid waste. and water consum)ption
attributable to the program Or Measure;
he ted socictal benefits, societal costs, and cost-effectivencs, the program or MEeasure;

e T xpected societa ben . al X 8 ness of prog £l :
L The expected life of the measure; and
g The capital costs, operating costs, and maintenance costs of the measure, and the prograim costs;
15. For each demand management measure that was considered but rejected:
a. A description of ERSUTE;
b. The estimated change in peak demand and epergy consumption from the measure:
c. The estimated cost-effectiveness of the measure:
d, The capital costs, operating costs, and maintenance costs of the measure, and the program costs: and
e. The reasons for rgjecting the measure:
16, Analysis of future fuel supplies that are part of the resource plan; and
17. A plan for reducing environmental impacts related to air emjssions, solid waste. and other environmental factors, and

a_plan for reducing water consumption. The costs for compliange with current and projected future environmental
i included i nalysi i R14-2 D) and (E d i ti

to environmental impact ociated with the generation elivery of electricity, which may inglude monetized esti-

mates of environmental impaets that are not included as costs for compliance. Values or factors for compliance costs.

environmental impacts. or monetization of environmental impacts may be developed and reviewed by the Commis-

sion in other proceedings or stakeholder workshops,

and-ever-three-years-thereafler: A load-serving entity shall, by April 1 of each even vear, file with Docket Control a com-
pilation of the following analyses and plan:

1. Analyses to identify and assess ErTogs, risks. and uncertaipties in the following, completed using epprepriate methods
such as sensitivity anatyses analysis and probabilistic analyses analysis:-to-assess-errors-and-ureeriainty-n.

a. Demand forecasts;;

b. The costs of demand management measures and power supplys

c. The availability of sources of powers;

d. The costs of compliance with existing and expected environmental regulations:

e Any apalysis by the load-serving entity in anticipation of potential new or enhanced environmental regulations;

&f, Changes in fuel prices; and availability:
2. Construction costs, capitat costs, and operating costs: and
eh, Other factors whieh the utitity joad-serving entity wishes to considers;

- Nolume 16, Jssue 20— e - - Page 3 Ianuary 3’20 10 .-
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additional options. mcomoratmg ﬂElelllfY and partigipating in IE:E]D!'IB.I Ecneration and transmission projects: and

3. A plan to manage the errors, risks, and uncertainties identifie analvzed in subsection {(EX1).

E. A lpad-serving entity shallt. b ril 1 of each even year, file with Docket Control a_15-vear resource plan th

1.

2.
3,
4.

l}h

&
A

_..January B, 2010

clects a io of resources base n comprehensive consideration of a wide range of supply- and demand-side
options:
Will result in the load-servipe entity’s reliably serving the de for electric enen ices:
Will address the adverse environmentat impac wer production;

Will include renewable energy resour 0 as to meet at Jeast the greater of the Annual Renewable Energy Require-
ment in R14-2-1804 or the following annual percentages of retail k'Wh sold by the load-serving enii

alendar P;[centavge of Retail kWh
Calendar Year Sold During Calendar Year
2010 2.5%
2011 3.0%
2012 3.5%
2013 4.0%
201 4.5%
2015 5.0%
2016 5.0%
2017 1.0%
2018 8.0%
2012 92.0%
2020 10.0%
21 11.0%
2022 12.0%
2023 13.0%
2024 14.0%
after 2024 .0%
Will include distributed generation energy resources to meet at least the greater of the Distributed Ren le
ne nire in R14-2-1805 or llowing annual percent, as applied to the load-serving enti
Annual Renewable Energy Requirement:
2007 5%
2008 10%
2009 13%
200 20%
2011 25%

After 2011 309
Wil! address engrgy efficiency so as jo meet any requirements sel i rule by the Commission;

il] effectively manage ncertainty and risks associ with costs. epviron tal impacts. load forecasts, and

e e . Page43 o - _ 7 Vo]ume 16, Tssue 2
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other factors

8 Wi
through (7} and the uncertainty of future costs; and
9. Conlains all of the following:
a, A compleie description and do ntation of the plan. including suppl demand conditions, availability of
transmission. costs, and discount rates utitized:
b. A comprehensive, self-explana, load and respurces table summarizi Jan:
c. A brief executive summary;
d. Anindex to indicate whep esponses 1o each filing requireme e rules can be found: and
e. Definitions of the terms used in the plan.
A lpad-serving eniity sha il 1 of each odd vear, file with Doc ntrol a work plan that ingludes:
1. An.outlin the tents of the resource plan the load-serving entity is developing to be filed the following vear as
required under subsection (F);
2. The load-serving entity’s method for assessing poiential resources:
3. The sources of the logd-serving entity’s current assumptions: and
4. An outli he timing and extent of public icipation and advisory groyp mectin -serving enti
intends to hold befi ting and filing the resource plan.
With its fan, a load-serving entity shall i an action plan. based on the results o wree planning pro-
cess, that:

1. Includes a summary of actions to be taken on fitture resource acquisitions:
2. Includes details on resonrce fypes, resources capacity. and resource timing: and
3. Covers the three-year period following the Commigsion’s acknowledgment of the resource plan

If a load-serving entity’s submission does not contain sufficient information to allow Staff to anal the submission full

for compliance with this Article, Staff shall reguest additional information from the load-serving entity, including the data
used in the load-scr\?mg entity’s analyses.

Staff ma hat a load-serving entity complet itiopal analvses to improye specified the load-

serving entigg’s submjssions.
If a 1pad-serving entity believes that a data-reporting requirement may result in disclosure of confidential business data or

dential electricity_infrastructure i ation, the joad-serving enti it taif a request that the data be
submitted o Staff under a confidentiality asreement. which reauest shall include an explanation justifvi confidential
treatment of the data,
Data protecte a _confidentiality agreement sha t be submitted (o Docket Control will not be open to public

inspection or otherwise made public exgent upon an order of the Commission entered after writien notice to the load-serv-
ing entity.

R14-2-704. Cummlssmn rewew—ei’—uhhﬁ'-p-lang Bevww gg ngd—servmg Entlgz Resgurge Plgng

A.
October 1 of cach gven vear, - ha” f‘ !e a report that contains i lvsis and conclusions regarding its statewide
review and asses ents of the load-scrvm entities” Tll made under R14-2- 03 C D E
H%H+Heﬁ’—&ﬁ-a:l-yﬁes- By February 1 of cach odd year, thc Cgmmggglgn shaH issue an ordcr ack:now!gdgmg a load—serwng
entity’s resop: lan or issue an order statin thc asons for not acknowledging the resource he Commission shall
order an at‘.knowled d-servin enti urce plan, with or without amendment, if the Commi i n deter-
mines thal ource plan, as amended if appli complies with the requirements_of thi i n e load-
servmg entity’s resource plan is reasonable and i m the public interest, based on the information available to thc Commis-
sion at the tlm; and consldermg thc follgwmg factor;s
[ =8 g ryt e HEH
1. The total cost of electrlc energy servicess;
2. The degree to which the factors whieh that affect demand, including demand management, have been taken into
BCCOUNt:]
3. The degree to which sea-utitity supply alternatives, such as eegereratton-and self generation, have been taken into
account;; '
4. Uncertainty in demand and supply analyses, forecasts, and plans, and
whether plans are sufficiently flexible to enablg the load-serving entitv to respond to unforeseen changes in supply
and demand factors-;
5. The reliability of power supplies-, including fugl diversity and non-cost considerations:
&, The reliability of the transmission grid;
Volume 36, Tssve2 ... [FPapedd January 8, 2010
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The degree to which the Joad-serving entity considered all relevant resources, risks, and unceriainties:

L
8. The depree to which the Ipad-serving entitv's plan for future resources is in the best interest of its customers;
9. Theb st combination of & ted costs and asspciated ris 1 the load-serving entity and its customers: and
10, The d which the load-serving entity’s resource plap allow ordinated efforts with other load-servin
entltles

C. The Commission may hold a hearing or workshop regarding a Joad-gerving entity’s resource plan. If the Cornmlss:on
holds such a hearing or workshop, the Commission may gxlend the February | deadling for the Commission to issue ap
order reparding acknowledgment under subsection (B).

D. While no particular future ratemaking treatment is implied by or shall be inferred from_the Commission’s acknowledee-
' mcn ,iFhe thc COmmISSIOI‘I may—sab&eﬁeeﬁﬂy sh g [ consudmﬁeﬁmwﬁeﬂﬁmﬁﬁmﬁmw

f-&eter ioad -servin entl 's fhn s made under 4-2—703 when thc Cornrnis ion eva[uatcs thc crforrnance fthe Ioad-
serving entity in subsequent rate cases and other proceedi

E. lnad-seryi ntity may seek Commigsion val of specific resourc ing actions.
E load-serving entity may file mendment to an acknowl d resource plan if changes in conditions or assumptions
necessitate g material change in the load-servin ity’s plan before the next resource plan is due to be filed.

R14-2-705. Procurement
Except a3 provided in subsection (B), a load-serving entity may use the following procurement methods for the wholegale
acquisition of energy. capacity, and physical power hedge transactions:

Purchase through a third-party online trading svstem:

1.
2. Purchase from a third-party independent enerpy broker;
3. Purchase a non-affiliated entity through anction or an RFP process;
4. Bilateral contract with a non-affiliated entity;
5. Bilateral contract with an affili enti rovided that non-affiliated entities were provi notice and an opportu-
nity to compete against the affiliated entity’s proposal before the transaction was executed: and
6. her competitive pro ent process approved by the Commission, .
B. A load-serving entity shall use an RFF process as ifs primary acquisition process for the wholesale acquisition of eperpy

and ggpacigg, unless one of the following exceptions applies:

1.

2.

3, The Ioad—serv entity needs to acgujre other components of ener, ocurement, such as fuel, fuel ¢ rtation
and transmission projects;

4, The load-serving entity’s planning horizon is two vears or |ess;

3. The transaction Qrescngg the Ioad-servmg entity a_genuine, unantmnpa&d opportunity to acgu:re a_power supg!y

i f ing_f; ill

vide vnique value to the load-serving entity’s custome

6. The transaction is necessary for the load-serving entity to satisfy an obligation under the Renewable Enerpy Standa
rules: or

7. The transaction is necessary for the load-serving entity’s demand-side management or demand response programs,

C. A load-serving entity shall enpgage an independent monitor to oversee all RFP processes for procurement of new
rES0UrCes.

R14-2-706. Independent Monitor Selection and Res ibilities

A. When a load-servin ity contemplates eppaging in an RFP process. the -serving entity shall consult wi
-egarding _the identity of compani asultants that could serve as independent monitor for the RFP process.

B. Afier consulting with Staff, a load-serving entity shall create a vendor list of three to five candidates 1o serve as indepen-
dent monitor and shall file the vendor }i ith Docket Control t interested persons time to revi d file objec-
tions to the vendor list,

C. An interested shall file with Dol ntrol, within 30 da vendor list is filed with D ntrol, an

jection that the jnterest on may have to a i *s inclusion on & vendor list

D. Within 60 after a vendor list i3 filed with Docket Control, 8 al] issue a notice identifying ea didate on the
vendor list that Staff considers to be qualified to serve as independent monitor for the contemptlated RFF process. In mak-
ing its determinati taff shall consider the experience of the cand es, the professional reputation of didate
and any obicctions filed by interested persops.

E A load—scrvm that has com lctedt actnons res umtdb subse s{A and B to com ly with a particular Com-

repeal those actions.
F. A load-serving entity may retain_as independent monitor for the tontemplated RFP process and for its future RFP pro-

cesses any of the candidates identified in Staff*s notice.

Jepuary8,2000 ... .. _ .. Pageds . Volume 16, Issue 2
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A load-serving entity shali file with Docket Control a written notice of its retention of an independent moniior.

load-serving entity is responsible for ing the indepepdent monitor for iits services and may charge a reasonabl

=l

det’s fee to each bidder in the cess to help offset the cost of the independent monitor’s serviges. -servin
entity may reguest recovery of the cost of the independent monitor’s serviges, to the extent that the cost is not offset by
idder’s fees. in 8 subsequent rate ¢ e Commission shall use jis discreiion in determining whether o allow the cost
to be recovered through customer rates.
L ne week prior to the deadline for itting bids. a load-serving enti | provide the independent monitor of
any bid proposal prepared by the load-serving entity or entity affiliated with the load-serving entity and of any benchmark
rreference cost the load-serving enti as developed for use in evaluating bids. The independent monitor shall take
steps {0 secu d-serving entity’s bid proposal and any benchmark or reference cost so that they are fnaccessi
any bidder, the load-serving entity. and any entity affilisted with the load-serving entity,
J.  Upon Staff’s request. the independent monitor shall provide status reports to Staff throughout the RFP progess.

Jaruary 8, 2010
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TO: Docket Contro! Center

FROM: Steven M. Olea
Director
Utilities Division

DATE: January 15, 2010

RE: IN THE MATTER OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING REGARDING RESOURCE
PLANNING (DOCKET NO. RE-00000A-09-0249)

Attached is the Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact Statement that
addresses the economic impacts of the recommended changes to the Resource Planning rules,
filed in compliance with Decision No. 71435.
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Economic, Small Business and Consumer Impact Statement
1. Identification of the proposed rule meaking,

The proposed rule making amends Article 7, Resource Planning and Procurement, Rules
R14-2-701 through R14-2-704 and adopts new sections R14-2-705 and R14-2-706 under
Title 14, Chapter 2 - Corporation Commission, Fixed Utilities.

The purpose of Resource Planning is for load-serving entities to meet the electric needs
of their customers by choosing the best mix of resources, with input from stakeholders in
a transparent process, with consideration of reliability, deliverability, cost, environmental
impacts, risk, other utilities' plans, and public policy. In its planning process and in
meeting its load obligations, a load-serving entity shall consider all available options.

The Rules apply to load-serving entities, as defined in the Rules.

[

Persons who will be directly affected by, bear the costs of, or directly benefit from
the proposed rule making,

the public at large;

consumers of electric service in Arizona,
electric public service corporations;
Arizona Corporation Commission,
wholesale providers of ¢lectricity; and
independent monitors.

Mo a0 g

[F%}

Cost-benefit analysis,

a. Probable costs and benefits to the implementing agency and other agencies
directly affected by the implementation and enforcement of the proposed
mile making,

Probable costs to the Commission of the proposed rule making would include costs
associated with reviewing filings, and participating in meetings and hearings.

b. Probable costs and benefits to a political subdivision of this state directly
affected by the implementation and enforcement of the proposed nile

making.

Arizona political subdivisions will be affected only insofar as they purchase electric
services affected by the proposed rule making. Benefits include lower utility bills than
without these rules because a fair and transparent procurement process will encourage the
lowest prices for the acquisition of resources.

c. Probable costs and benefits to businesses directly affected by the proposed
rule making, including any anticipated effect on the revenues or payroll
expenditures of emplovers who are subject to the proposed mle making.

e | g lON MO, 71722
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Load-serving entities will be required to increase their analyses and reporting activities.
Although the Joad-serving entities are now engaging in some of the required activities,
they may incur additional costs of complying with the rules. These costs may be
recovered through the load-serving entities' rates to customers.

4, Probable impact on private and public employment in businesses, agencies, and
political subdivisions of this state directly affected by the proposed rule making.

The Commission and load-serving entities may need additional employees or contractors.
No impact on employment in political subdivisions is expected.

5. Probable impact of the proposed rule making on small businesses.
a. Identification of the small businesses subject to the propesed rule making.

Small businesses will be affected only insofar as they purchase electric services affected
by the proposed rule making. Benefits include lower utility bills than without these rules
because a fair and transparent procurement process will encourage the lowest prices for
the acquisition of resources.

Only public service corporations that provide electric generation service and operate ot
own, in whole or in part, a generating facility or facilities with capacity of at Jeast 50
megawatts combined will be required to comply with the rules. These entitics are
unlikely to be small businesses,

b. Administrative and other costs required for compliance with the proposed
rule making.

None.

c. A description of the methods that the agency may use fo reduce the impact
on small businesses.

Not applicable.

d Prabable cost and benefit to private persons and consumers who are
directly affected by the proposed rule making,

The public at large will benefit from expanded resource planning that considers the total
cost of electric energy services, reliability, and risk. A fair and transparent procurement
process will encourage the lowest prices for the acquisition of resources.

6. Probable effect on state revenues,

No effect on state revenues by the proposed rule making is expected.
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7. Less intrusive or less costly alternative methods of achieving the purpose of the
proposed rule making.

The Commission is unaware of any altemative methods of achieving the purpose of the
rule making that would be less intrusive ot less costly.

8. If for any reason adeqguate data are not reasonably available to comply with the

requirements of subsection B of this section, the agency shall explain the
limitations of the data and the methods that were employed in the attempt to

obtain the data and shall characterize the probable impacts in gualitative terms.

The data used to compile the information set forth in subsection B are reasonably
adequate for these purposes.
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ORIGINAL  mEmomanpy

TO: Docket Control Center

FROM: Steven M. Olea
Director
Utilities Division

DATE: March2, 2010
STAFF'S RESPONSE TO WRITTEN COMMENTS IN THE MATTER OF

RE:
PROPOSED RULEMAKING REGARDING RESOURCE PLANNING {(DOCKET
NO. RE-00000A-09-(249)

Attached is the Staff Report regarding written comments made by interested parties on

Proposed Rulemaking Regarding Resource Planning, pursuant to Decision No. 71435, Decision
No. 71435 ordered the Utilities Division to file with the Commission’s Docket Control on or

before March 2, 2010, a document including (1) a summary of any initial written comments filed
by interested persons between the effective date of that Decision (December 15, 2009) and

February 23, 2010, and (2) the Utilities Division's responses to those comments.
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Staff Response to Written Comments on Resource Planning
Docket No. RE-00000A-09-0249
Page ]

Introduction

The Arizona Corporation Commission ("Commission”) issued Decision No. 71435 on
December 1S, 2009. In that Decision, the Commission ordered that a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking including proposed Resource Planning Rules be filed with the Office of the
Secretary of State for publication. The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking was published in the
Arizona Administrative Register on January 8, 2010.

Decision No. 71435 requested that interested parties provide initial comments concerning
the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking by filing written comments with the Commission's Docket
Control by February 16, 2010, and comments in response to other interested parties' comments
by February 23, 2010.

Decision No. 71435 also ordered the Utilities Division to file with the Commission's
Docket Control on or before March 2, 2010, a document including (1) 2 summary of any initiaf
written comments filed by interested persons between the effective date of that Decision
(December 15, 2009) and February 23, 2010, and (2) the Utilities Division's responses to those
comments.

On February 16, 2010, written comments were reccived from Western Resource
Advocates. No other comments were received.

Summary of Written Comments Regarding the Proposed Resource Planning Rules

Western Resource Advocates ("WRA™) supports the proposed Resource Planning rule
changes but requests the following clanfications:

R14-2-761(33)

The proposed rule changes strike the phrase "(including fuel cost)" from the definition of
"Production cost.” WRA believes that the phrase “(including fuel cost)" should be retained in
the definition of "Production cost" because fuel costs are the most important component of
production costs. .

RI4-2-703(F)(6)

The proposed rules provide for resource plans to address energy efficiency so as to meet
any requirements set in rule by the Commission. WRA states that the Commission has already,
and may in the future, set energy efficiency requirements in orders. Therefore, WRA suggests
that the rule be rewritten to read: "6. Will address energy efficiency so as fo meet any
requirements set in rule by the Commission or in an order of the Commission.’

R14-2-704(B)

Several passages in the proposed rules pertain to analysis and consideration of the
environmental aspects of generation resources and their alternatives. However, environmental
impacts are not included in the list of factors to be considered by the Commission in R14-2-

71722
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704(B). Therefore, WRA recommends that the oversight be addressed by inserting: 7.
Environmental impacts of resource choices and alternatives;" and renumbering the remainder of
the list accordingly.

- Staff’s Response to the Written Comiments

Staff agrees with WRA's comments as described above. Staff believes that WRA's
suggested revisions would help to clarify the rules without making any substantive changes.
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Introduction

The Arizona Corporation Commission {"Commission") issued Decision Ne. 71435 on
December 15, 2008. In that Decision, the Commission ordered that a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking including proposed Resource Planning Rules be filed with the Office of the
Secretary of State for publication. The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking was published in the
Arizona Administrative Register on January 8, 2010, '

Pursuant to Decision No. 71435, Staff filed the Economic, Small Business, and
Consumer Impact Staternent that addressed the economic impacts of the recommended changes
to the Resource Planning rules on January 15, 2010

Decision No. 71435 requested that interested parties provide initial comments concerning
the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking by filing written comments with the Commission's Docket
Control by February 16, 2010, and comments in response to other interested parties' comments
by February 23, 2010. On March 2, 2010, Staff filed a summary of the written comments and
the Utilities Division's responses to those comments.

Decision No. 71435 also provided for an opportunity for interested parties to provide oral
comments at & proceeding to be held on March 4, 2010. The Utilities Division was to file with
the Commission's Docket Control by March 29, 2010, a document including (1) a summary of
any oral comments received at the oral proceeding in this matter; (2) the Utilities Division's
responses to those comments; and (3) a revised Economic, Small Business, and Consumer
Impact Statement or a memorandum explaining why ne revision of the prior Economic, Smal}
Business, and Consumer Impact Statement is necessary.

Summary of Oral Comments Regarding the Proposed Resource Planning Rules

Amanda Ormond, representing Interwest Energy Alliance, stated that that the rules were
developed through a very good public process with a broad number of entities participating. The
rules contain procurement methodology and an independent monitor section which are very
important for independent developers and getting good resources in the future. The rules will be
a very important tool for Commissioners, utilities, and stakeholders going forward in evaluating
complex energy issues. :

William Scown and Jeannie Scown, residents of Mesa, urged the adoption of energy
efficiency standards and goals.

Administrative Law Judge Sarah Harpring asked Staff several questions that lead to
Staff's recommended clarifications to the rules as discussed below,
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RI4-2-703(F}{(4)

Staff recommends that the language "Will include renewable energy resources so as to
meet at Jeast the greater of the Annual Renewable Energy Requirement in R14-2-1804 or the
following annual percentages of retail kWh sold by the load-serving entity:" be changed to "Will
include renewsble energy resources to meet or exceed the greater of the Annual Renewable
Energy Requirement in R14-2-1804 or the following annual percentages of retail k'Wh sold by
the load-serving eatity:" for clarity.

R14-2-703(F})(5)

Staff recommends that the language "Will include distributed generation energy
resources so as to meet at least the greater of the Distributed Renewable Energy Requirement in
R14-2-1805 or the following annual percentages as applied to the lpad-serving entity's Annual
Renewable Energy Requirement:" be changed to "Will inciude distributed generation energy
resources to meet or exceed the preater of the Distributed Renewable Energy Reguirement in
R14-2-1805 or the following annual percentages as applied to the load-serving entity's Annual

Renewable Energy Requirement:" for clarity.

R14-2-706(D)

Staff recommends that the language "Staff shall issue a notice identifying each candidate
on the vendor list that Staff considers to be qualified" be changed to "_Staff shall issue a notice
identifying each candidate on the vendor list that Staff has determined o be qualified” for clarity.

Discussion of the Economic, Small Business, and Consumer Impact Statement

Staff believes that it is not necessary to make any revisions to the Economie, Small
Business, and Consumer Impact Statement that was filed on January 15, 2010.




Docket No. RE-00000A-09-0249 ExhibitD Revised IRP Rules
DOCKET RE-00000A-09-0249

TITLE 14. PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS; CORPORATIONS AND ASSOCIATIONS;
SECURITIES REGULATION
CHAPTER 2. CORPORATION COMMISSION
FIXED UTILITIES
ARTICLE 7. RESOURCE PLANNING AND PROCUREMENT
Section
R14-2-701.  Definitions
R14-2-702.  Applicability
R14-2-703. Utilityrreporting requirements Load-serving Entity Reporting Requirements
R14-2-704. Commission review-ofutility plans Review of Load-serving Entity Resource Plans
R14-2-705. | Procurement
R14-2-706. Independent Monitor Selection and Responsibilities

’_ll-l'
T4

T DECISION NO.




DOCKET NO. RE-00000A-09-0249

ARTICLE 7. RESOURCE PLANNING AND PROCUREMENT
R14-2-701. Definitions

guires In this Article, unless

+

2=

3

4.

1. “Acknowledgment” means a Commission determination, under R14-2-704, that a plan meets the
basic¢ requirements of this Article.

2. “Affiliated” means related through ownership of voting securities, through contract, or otherwise
in such a manner that one entity directly or indirectly controls another, is directly or indjrectly
controlled by another, or is under direct or indirect common control with another entity.

53. “Benchmark”— means to calibrate against a known set of values or standards.

64. “Book life”~ means the expected time period over which a power supply source will be available
for use by the-uttity a load-serving entity.

5. “Btu” means British thermal unit.

#6.  “Capacity”— means the amount of electric power, measured in megawatts, svhich that a power
source is rated to provide;-eitherby-the-userthe-supplier-or-the-manufacturer.

8.7. “Capital costs”’— means the construction and installation cost of facilities, including land, land

rights, structures, and equipment.

8. “Coincident peak’” means the maximum of the sum of two or more demands that occur in the

same demand interval. which demand interval may be established on an annual, monthly, or

hourly basis.
10.9. “Customer class”— means a group subset of customers categorized according to with-similar

characteristics, such as amount of energy consumed;; amount of demand placed on the energy

supply system at the system peaks; hourly, daily, or seasonal load patterns; primary type of

2 DECKIONNO. 1722
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activity engaged in by the customer, mcluding residential, commercial, industrial, agricultural,

and governmental; and location.-Custemer-classes-may-includeresidential-commereial;-

“Decommissioning”— means the process of safely and economically removing a generating unit

from service.

. “Demand management”— means beneficial reduction in the total cost of meeting electric energy

service needs by reducing or shifting in time the-demand-for electricity usage.
“Derating”—~ means a reduction in a generating unit’s capacity.
“Discount rate”— means the interest rate used fo calculate the present value of a cost or other

economic variable.

“Docket Control” means the office of the Commission that receives all official filings for entry

into the Commission’s public electronic docketing system.

“Emergency” means an unforeseen and unforeseeable condition that:

Does not arise from the load-serving entity’s failure to engage in good utility practices,

a
b. Is temporary in nature, and
C. Threatens reliability or poses another significant risk to the system.

“Bnd use”— means the final application of electric energy, for activities such as, but not limited

fo, heating, cooling, running a-particalar an appliance; or motor, an industrial process, or

lighting.
“Energy losses”— means the quantity of electric energy generated or purchased that is not

available for sale to end unsers, for resale, or for use by the utility Joad-serving entity;-attributable-

“Escalation”— means the change in costs due to inflation, changes in manufacturing processes,

changes in availability of labor or materials, or other factors.




20.
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“Generating unit” means a specific device or set of devices that converts one form of energy
(such as heat or solar energy) into electric energy, such as a turbine and generator or a set of

photovoltaic cells.

- “Heat rate”— means a measure of generating station thermal efficiency expressed in British-

thermal units-{Btus) per net kilowatt-hour kilowatt-hour and computed by dividing the total Btu
content of fuel used for electric generation by the kilowatt-heuss kilowatt-hours of electricity

generated.

“Independent monitor” means a company or consultant that 1s not affiliated with a load-scr_ving

entity and that is selected to oversee the conduct of a competitive procurement process under
R14-2-706.
“Integration’” means methods by which energy produced by intermittent resources can be

incorporated into the eleciric grid.

“Intermittent resonrces”’ means electric power generation for which the energy production varies

in response to naturally occurring processes like wind or solar intensity.

24, “Interruptible power™— means power made available under agreements-whieh an agreement that

permit permits curtailment or cessation of delivery by the supplier.

25, “In-service date”~ means the date a power supply source becomes available for use by the-utility

a load-serving entity.
“Load-serving entity” means a public service corporation that provides electricity generation

service and operates or owns, in whole or in part, a generating facility or facilities with capacity

of at least 50 megawatts combined.

“Long term” means having a duration of three or more years.

28. “Maintenance”— means the repair of generation, transmission, distribution, ard administrative,

and general facilities;; replacement of minor items;; and installation of materials to preserve the

efficiency and weorking condition of the facilities.

4  DECISIONNO.  TI12Y



Docket No. RE-00000A-09-0249 Exhibit D Revised IRF Rules

26:

24:29.

DOCKET RE-00000A-09-0249

“Mothballing”— means the temporary removal of a generating unit from active service and -

accompanying leag-tern storage activities.
30. “Operate”~ means to manage or otherwise be responsible for the production of electricity fom

by a generating facility, whether that facility is owned by the operator, in whole or in part, or
whether-that-faetity-is-owned by another entity.

111 s 22
o Y0

“Participation rate”— means the proportion of customers who take part in a specific program.

32. “Probabilistic analysis”— means a systematic evaluation of the effect, on costs, reliability, or

other measures of performance, of therange-of possible events affecting factors which that

influence performance, considering the ehanees likelihood that the events will occur.

33. “Production cost”— means the variable operating costs and maintenance eest-{ineluding-fuel-cost)

costs of producing electricity through generation, including fiel cost, and plus the cost of

purchases of power sufficient to meet demand.

34. “Refurbish”~ means to make major changes, more extensive than maintenance or repair, in the

power production, transmission, or distribution characteristics of a component of the power

supply system more-extensive-than-maintenanee-orFepair, such as by changing the fuels which

that can be used in a generating unit or changing the capacity of a generating unit.

35. “Reliability”— meaps a measure of the ability of the-utility’s a load-serving entity’s generation,

transmission, and or distribution systesss system to provide power without failures-Reliability-
should-be, measured separatelyfor-generation-transmission;and distribution-systeras—Measy
may to reflect the propertion portion of time that eaek a system is unable to meet demand or the
kilewatthours kilowatt-hours of demand that could not be supplied.

“Renewable energy resource’ means an energy resource that is replaced rapidly by a natural,
ongoing process and that is not nuclear or fossil fuel.

37. “Reserve requirements”— means the capacity which-the-utility that a load-serving entity must

maintain in excess of its peak load to provide for scheduled maintenance, forced outages,

unforeseen loads, emergencies, system operating requirements, and pewerpoel-requirements

reserve sharing arrangements.
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“Reserve sharing arrangement” means an agreement between two or more load-serving entities

to provide backup capacity.
39. “Resource planning”— means integrated supply and demand analysis-for-the purpese-of-

account-uneertainty analyses completed as described in this Article.
“RFP” means request for proposals.

41. “Self generation”— means the production of electricity by an end user by-any means-ineluding

cogeneration.

42. “Sensitivity analysis”~ means a systematic assessment of the degree of response of costs,

reliability, or other measures of performance to changes in assumptions about factors whieh that
influence performance.

“Short term” means having a duration of less than three years.

44, “Spinning reserve”’~ means the capacity which-the-utility a load-serving entity must maintain

connected to the system and ready to deliver power promptly in the event of an ynexpected loss

of generation source—The-capacity-may-be, expressed as a percentage of peak load, as a
percentage of the largest generating unit, or as in fixed megawatts.

“Staff’” means individuals working for the Commission’s Utilities Division, whether as

employees or through contract.

“Third-party independent energy broket” means an entity, such as Prebon Energy or Tradition

Financial Services, that facilitates an energy transaction between separate parties without taking
title to the transaction.

“Third-party on-line trading system” means a computer-based marketplace for commodity

exchanges provided by an entity that is not affiliated with the load-serving entity, such as the

Intercontinental Exchange, California Independent Systemn Operator, or New York Mercantile

Exchange.
. “Total cost”— means all capital, operating, maintenance, fuel, and decommissioning costs, plus

the costs associated with mitigating any adverse environmental effects, incurred; by end users,

load-serving entities, or others, in the provision or conservation of electric energy services-berae-
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sabiect-to-the-provisiens-of-this Article: This Article applies to each load-serving entity, whether

the power generated is for sale to end users or is for resale.
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Avticle-upen-two-years~netiee-by-the-Commission: An electricity public service corporation that
becomes a load-serving entity by increasing its generating capacity to at least 50 megawatts

combined shall provide written notice to the Commission within 30 days after the increase and

shall comply with the filing requirements in this Article within two years after the notice is filed.
The Commission may, by Order, exempt a utility load-serving entity from theserequirements
complying with any provision in this Article, or the Article as a whole, upon a-demenstrationby-
the-utility determining that:

1. the-The burden of compliance with this the provision, or the Article as a whole, exceeds

the potential fereost-savingsresulting benefits to customers in the form of cost savings,

service reliability, risk reductions, or reduced environmental impacts that would resuit

from its-participation the load-serving entity’s compliance with the provision or Article;

and

2, The public interest will be served by the exemption.
A load-serving entity that desires an exemption shall submit to Docket Control an application

that includes, at a minimum:

1. The reasons why the burden of complying with the Asticle, or the specific provision in
the Article for which exemption is requested, exceeds the potential benefits to customers
that would result from the load-serving entity’s compliance with the provision or Article;
Data supporting the load-serving entity’s assertions as to the burden of compliance and
the potential benefits to customers that would result from compliance: and

The reasons why the public interest would be served by the reguested exemption.

[~

|
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E. A load-serving entity shall file with Docket Control, within 120 days afier the effective date of

these rules, the documents that would have been due on April 1, 2010, under R14-2-703(C), (D).

(E), (F), and (F]) had the revisions to those subsections been effective at that time.

R14-2-703.

BGiility reporting requirements Load-serving Entity Reporting Requirements

af-Ws HLn s Iy
=rwane CH

hew-such-estimates-weremade: A load-serving entity shall. by Apnil 1 of each vear, file with

Docket Control a eompilation of the following items of demand-side data, including for each

item for which no record is maintained the load-serving entity’s best estimate and a full

description of how the estimate was made:

1.

Hourly demand for the previous calendar year, disaggregated by:

a Sales to end users;;

b. Sales for resale;;

c. Energy losses;; and

d. Other disposition of energy, such as energy furnished without charge and energy

used by the utility: load-serving entity;

Coincident peak demand (megawatts) and energy demand consumption (megawatt-housrs
megawatt-hours) by month for the previous 10 years, disaggregated by customer class

"8 "DECISIONNO. _ 71722
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84. Reduction in Joad (kilowatt and kilowatt-hours) in the previous calendar year due to

existing demand management measures, by type of demand management measure;-in-the-

estimates-were-made- A load-serving entity shall. by April 1 of each vyear, file with Docket

Control a compilation of the following items of supply-side data, including for each item for

which no record is maintained the load-serving entity’s best estimate and a full description of

how the estimate was made:
L. For each generating unit and purchased power contract for the previous calendar year:
In-service date and hook life or contract periods; '

b. Boek life-or-contract-peried Type of generating unit or contract;;
c. Capacity The load-serving entity’s share of the generating unit’s capacity, or of

capacity under the contract, in megawatts Gutility share);;




d.

I
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Maximum generating unit or contract capacity, by hour, day, or month, if such
capacity varies ever during the years; |

Eorced-outage rate Annual capacity factor (generating units only)s;

Average heat rate of generating units and, if available, heat rates at selected
output levels;;

Euel Average fuel cost for generating units, in dollars per million Btu for each
type of fuel;;

Other variable operating and maintenance costs for generating units, in dollars per
megawatt hours;

Purchased power energy costs for contraet-purchases long-term contracts, in
dollars per megawattheur megawatt-hour;;

Fixed operating and maintenance costs of generating units, in dollars per
megawatt fer-the-year;;

Demand charges for purchased power;;

Fuel-typesfor-generating-units; Fuel type for each generating unit;
Minimum capacity at which the generating unit would be run or power must be

purchasedg;

Whether, under standard operating procedures, the generating unit must be run if

it is available to run;;

Maintenanece-schedules-for zenerating units; Description of each generating ynit
as base load, intermediate, or peaking;

impacts, including air emission quantities {in metric tons or pounds) and rates (in

quantities per megawati-hour) for carbon dioxide, nitrogen oxides, sulfur dioxide,

mercury, particulates, and other air emissions subject to current or expected future

environmental regulation;

Water consumption guantities and rates: and

Tons of coal ash produced per generating unit;

For the power supply system for the previous calendar year:

a.

b.

A description of generating unit commitment proceduress;

Production costs;

10 ' DECISION NO. 71722
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c. Reserve requirementss;
d. Spinning reserve;;
e. Reliability of generating, transmission, and distribution systems;;
f Interchange-purehase-Purchase and sale prices, averaged by month, for the

- aggregate of all purchases and sales related to short-term contracts; and
g. Energy losses:;

3. The level of cogeneration-and-otherforms-of self generation in the utility’s Joad-serving

entity’s service area for the previous calendar year:; and

oY it

eapacity-of-eachsegmentofthe-transraission-system- An explanation of any resource
procurement processes used by the load-serving entity duriﬁg' the previous calendar year

k3 - st - -

that did not include use of an RFP, including the exception under which the process was

used.

vt " -

the-utilibr-may-refer-to-previous-flings-for-thatdtem: A load-serving entity shall, by April 1 of
each even vear, file with Docket Control a compilation of the following items of load data and
analyses. which may include a reference to the last filing made under this subsection for each

item for which there has been no change in forecast since the last filing:

L. TFen-year Fifteen-vear forecast of system coincident peak load (megawatts) and energy

demanded consumption (megawatt-heurs megawati-hours) by month and year, expressed
separately for residential, commercial, industrial, interruptible; and other custoraers;

customer classes; for interruptible power; for resale;; and for energy losses-;

3.2, Disaggregation of the demand load forecast of subsection (C)(1) into a component in
which no additional demand management measures are assumed, and a component
indieating assuming the change in joad due to additional forecasted demand management

measures-, and
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7.3.  Documentation of all sources of data, analyses, methods, and assumptions used in
making the demand load forecasts, including:
a——A a description of how the forecasts were benchmarked; and
b-—Justifications justifications for selecting the methods and assumptions used;-and

uhility-mey refor to-previensfilings-for thatstem: A load-serving entity shall, by April 1 of each
even vear, file with Docket Control the following prospective analyses and plans, which shall

compare a wide range of resource options and take into consideration expected duty cycles, cost

projections, other analyses required under this Section, environmental impacts. and water

consumption and may include a reference to the last filing made under this subsection for each

item for which there has been no change since the last filing:

1. Ten—year A 15-year resource plan, providing for each year:

ion Projected

data for each of the items listed in subsection (B)(1), for each generating unit and

purchased power source, including each generating unit that is expected to be new
or refurbished during the period, which shall be designated as new or refurbished,
as applicable, for the year of purchase or the period of refurbishment; and

ion: Projected
data for each of the items listed in subsection (B)(2), for the power supply system;

be. Eor The capital cost, construction time, and construction spending schedule for
each generating unit that-is expected to be new or refurbished during the period:;

- S N & Rl Jo |
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e-d.  The escalation levels assumed for each component of cost, such as, but not

limited to, operating and maintenance, environmental compliance, system

integration, backup capacity, and transmission delivery, for each generating unit

and purchased power source:;
de. Forthe If discontinuation, decommissioning, or mothballing of any power source

and or permanent deratings derating of any generating facility is expected:

i Identification of the each power sourees source or vaits generating unit
involved;;
1l The costs and spending schedule efsush for each discontinuation,

decommissioning, mothballing, or derating;; and
i, The reasons for each discontinuation, decommissioning, mothballing, or
derating-;
ef.” The capital costs and operating and maintenance costs of all new or refurbished
transmission and distribution facilities expected during the 15-year period:-and;
g a-deseription An explanation of the need for and purpose of seeh all expected new

or refurbished transmission and distribution facilities-, which explanation shall

incorporate the load-serving entity’s most recent transmission plan filed under

AR.S. § 40-360.02(A) and any relevant provisions of the Commission’s most

recent Biennial Transmission Assessment decision regarding the adequacy of

transmission facilities in Arizona; and
h. Cost analyses and cost projections, including the cost of compliance with existing
and expected environmental regulations;

2. Documentation of the data, assimptions, and methods or models used to forecast

production costs and power production in-subsection (D)} -of this-Seetion for the 15-
year resource plan, including the method by which the forecast was ealtbrated-or

benchmarked:;

3. Deseription A description of:
a. each Each potential power source whieh that was rejected;;
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b. the The capital costs, and operating costs, and maintenance costs of each rejected
source;; and

c. the The reasons for rejecting each sources;

Ten-year A 15-year forecast of cogeneration-and ether self generation by customers of

the utility load-serving entity, in terms of annual peak production (megawatts) and annual

energy production (megawattheurs megawatt-hours):;

Disaggregation of the forecast of subsection (D)(4) efthis-Seetien into a-eomponent-in-

whieh two components, one reflecting the self generation projected if no additional

efforts are made to encourage such-generation self generation, and a-cemponent-

eensisting-of one reflecting the ehange-in-supply-due-te self generation projected to result
from the load-serving entity’s institution of additional forecasted cegeneration-and selfl

generation measures-;

Ten-year A 15-vear forecast of the annual capital costs and operating and maintenance
costs by-year of all the cogeneration-and other self generation included-in-subsestion-
D)(5)-of this Seetion- identified under subsections (D)(4) and (D)(S);

Documentation of the analysis of the cegeneration-and-other self generation in-subseetion
under subsections (D)(4) through (6) ef this-Seetion:;

A plan that considers using a wide range of resources and promotes fuel and technology
diversity within its portfolio;

A calculation of the benefits of generation using renewable energy resources;

A plan that factors in the delivered cost of all resource options, inclnding costs associated

with environmental compliance, system integration, backup capacity, and transmission

delivery;
Analysis of integration costs for intermittent resources;
A plan to increase the efficiency of the load-serving entity’s generation using fossil fuel;

Data to support technology choices for supply-side resources;
A description of the demand management programs or measures included in the 15-year

resource plan, including for each demand management program or measure:

How and when the proeram or measure will be implemented;

a.
b. The projected participation level by customer class for the program or measurg;
c. The expected change in peak demand and energy consumption resulting from the

program or measure;
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d. The expected reductions in environmental impacts, including air emissions, solid

waste, and water consumption, attributable o the program or measure;

The expected societal benefits, societal costs, and cost-effectiveness of the

3
program or measure;

f. The expected life of the measure; and

2 The capital costs, operating costs, and maintenance costs of the measure, and the

program costs;
15.  Foreach demand management measure that was considered but rejected:

a. A description of the measure:

b. The estimated change in peak demand and energy consumption from the measure;
. The estimated cost-effectiveness of the measure;

d. The capital costs, operating costs, and maintenance costs of the measure, and the

program costs; and

The reasons for rejecting the measure;
Analysis of future fuel supplies that are part of the resource pian: and

16,
17. A plan for reducing environmental impacts related to air emissions, solid waste, and other

environmental factors, and for reducing water consumption.

or: A load-serving entity shall, by April 1

of each even year, file with Docket Control a compilation of the following analvséé and plan:

1. Analyses to identify and agsess errors, risks, and uncertainties in the following,
completed using appropriate methods such as sensitivity analyses analysis and
pfobabilistic analyses analysis—to-assess-errors-and-uncertainty-in:

a. Demand forecasts;:

b. The costs of demand management measures and power supplys

The availability of sources of powers;

d. The costs of compliance with existing and expected environmental regulations;
e. Any analysis by the load-serving entity in anticipation of potential new or

enhanced environmental regulations;

&f  Changes in fuel prices; and availability;

2 Construction costs. capital costs, and operating costs; and
eh.  Other factors which the atility load-serving entity wishes to considers;

5 ~T T DECISION NO.
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A description and analysis of available means for managing the errors, risks, and

uncertainties identified and analyzed in subsection {EX1). such as obtaining additional

information, limiting risk exposure, using incentives, creating additional options,

e

incorporating flexibility, and participating in regional generation and transmission

projects; and
A plan to manage the errors, risks, and uncertainties identified and analyzed in subsection

(EX(1).

(Nt

A load-gerving entity shall, by Ai)ril 1 of each even vear, file with Docket Control a 15-year

resource plan that;

1. Selects a portfolio of resources based upon comprehensive consideration of a wide range

of supply- and demand-side options.

2. Will result in the load-serving entity’s reliably serving the demand for electric energy

Services:

Will address the adverse environmental impacis of power production;

i
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4, Will include renewable energy resources to meet or exceed the greater of the Annual

Renewable Energy Requirement in R14-2-1804 or the following annual percentages of
retail kWh sold by the load-serving entity:

Calendar Year Percentage of Retail kWh

Sold During Calendar Year

2010 2.5%
2011 3.0%
2012 35%
2013 4.0%
2014 4.5%
2015 3.0%
2016 6.0%
2017 7.0%
2018 8.0%
2019 9.0%
2020 10.0%
2021 11.0%
2022 12.0%
2023 13.0%
2024 14.0%
after 2024 15.0%

Will include distributed generation energy resources to meet or exceed the greater of the
Distributed Renewable Energy Requirement in R14-2-1805 or the following annual
percentages as applied to the load-serving entity's Annual Renewable Energy

Requirement:

[

2007 5%
2008 10%
2009 15%
2010 20%
2011 25%
After 2011 30%
R DECISION NO._— 71722
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Will address energy efficiency so as to meet any requirements set in rule by the

Commission or in an order of the Commission;

Wili effectively manage the uncertainty and risks associated with costs, environmental

impacts, load forecasts, and other factors;

Will achieve a reasonable long-term total cost, taking into consideration the objectives set

forth in subsections (F)(2) through {7) and the uncertainty of future costs; and

Contains all of the following;
a. A comiplete description and documentation of the plan, including supply and

demand conditions, availability of transmission, costs, and discount rates utilized;

b. A comprehensive, self-explanatory load and resources table summarizing the
plan;

C. A bnef executive summary;

d. An index to indicate where the responses to each filing requirement of these rules
can be found; and

e Definitions of the terms used in the plan.

A load-serving entity shall, by April 1 of each odd vear, file with Docket Control a work plan

that includes:

1.

hal e [N

An outline of the contents of the resource plan the load-serving entity is developing to be

filed the following vear as required under subsection (F}:

The load-serving entity’s method for assessing potential resources;
The sources of the load-serving entity’s current assumptions; and

An outline of the timing and extent of public participation and advisory group meetings

the load-serving entity intends to hold before completing and filing the resource plan.

With its resource plan, a load-serving entity shall include an action plan, based on the results of

the resource planning process, that:

1

(el

Includes a summary of actions to be taken on future resource acquisitions;

Includes details on resource fypes, resources capacity, and resource timing; and

Covers the three-vear period following the Commission’s acknowledgment of the

resource plan, i

A load-serving entity or interested party may provide, for the Commission's consideration,

analyses and supporting data pertaining to environmental impacts associated with the generation

or delivery of electricity, which may include monetized estimates of environmental impacts that

18 DECISIONNO. 71722 —————



Docket No. RE-00000A-09-0249 Exhibit D Revised IRP Rules
DOCKET RE-00000A-09-0249

are not included as costs for compliance. Values or factors for compliance costs, environmental
impacts, or monetization of environmental impacts may be developed and reviewed by the

Commission in other proceedings or stakeholder workshops.

J. If a load-serving entity's submission does not contain sufficient information to allow Staff to
analyze the submission fully for compliance with this Article, Staff shall request additional

information from the load-serving entity, including the data used in the load-serving entity's

analyses,
K. Staff may request that a load-serving entity complete additional analyses to improve specified

components of the load-serving entity’s submissions,

If a load-serving entity believes that a data-reporting requirement may result in disclosure of

=

confidential business data or confidential electricity infrastructure information, the load-serving

entity may submit to Staff a request that the data be submitted to Staff under a confidentiality
agreement, which request shall include an explanation justifying the confidential treatment of the

data.

M.  Data protected by a confidentiality agreement shall not be submitted to Docket Control and will
not be open to public inspection or otherwise made public except upon an order of the

Commission entered after written notice to the load-serving entity.

R14-2-704. Commission review-efutilityplaps Review of L.oad-serving Entity Resource Plans

A= o e [y 3 atn ot Aoras oin ot - Tads o = o s cpe]
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even vear, Staff shall file a report that contains its analysis and conclusions regarding its

statewide review and assessments of the joad-serving entities' filings made under R14-2-703(C),

E and

a_ oot | s o
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ities . By February 1 of each odd vear, the

shall issue an order acknowledging a load-serving entity's resource plan or issue an order stating

the reasons for not acknowledging the resource plan. The Commission shall order an

Commission

acknowledement of a load-serving entity’s resource plan, with or without amendment, if the

Commission determines that the resource plan, as amended if applicable, complies with the

requirements of this Article and that the load-serving entity’s resource plan is reasonable and in

e L i 1o B
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the public interest, based on the information available to the Commission at the time and

considering the following factors:

1. The total cost of electric energy services:;

2. The degree to which the factors whieh that affect demand, including demand
management, have been taken into accounts;

3, The degree to which nen-atility supply alternatives, such as cogeneration-and self
generation, have been taken into account:; '

4, Uncertainty in demand and supply analyses, forecasts, and plans, and the-flexibility-of
plans-enablingresponse whether plans are sufficiently flexible to enable the load-serving

entity to respond to unforeseen changes in supply and demand factors-;

5. The reliability of power supplies-, including fuel diversity and non-cost considerations;

6. The reliability of the transmission grid;

7. The environmental impacts of resource choices and alternatives;

8. The degree to which the load-serving entity considered all relevant resources, risks, and
uncertainties;

9, The degree to which the load-serving entity’s plan for future resources is in the best

interest of its customers:

10.  The best combination of expected costs and associated risks for the load-serving entity

and its customers: and

11.  The degree to which the load-serving entity's resource plan allows for coordinated efforts
with other load-serving entities.

The Commission may hold a hearing or workshop regarding a load-serving entity's resource

plan. If the Commission holds such a hearing or workshop, the Commission may extend the

February 1 deadline for the Commission to issue an order regarding acknowledgment under

subsection (B).
While no particular future ratemaking treatment is implied by or shall be inferred from the

Commission's acknowledgment, The the Commission say-subsequently shall consider its-

serving entity’s filings made under R14-2-703 when the Commission evaluates _the performance

of the load-serving entity in subsequent rate cases and other proceedings.
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A load-serving entity may seek Commission approval of specific resource planning actions.

A load-serving entity may file an amendment to an acknowledged resource plan if changes in

conditions or assumptions necessitate a material change in the load-serving entity’s plan before

(= =

the next resource plan is due to be filed.
R14-2-705. _ Procurement

A, Except as provided in subsection (B), a load-serving entity may use the following procurement

methods for the wholesale acquisition of energy, capacity, and physical power hedee

transactions;

1. Purchase through a third-party online trading system:

2. Purchase from a third-party independent energy broker:

3. Purchase from a non-affiliated entity through auction or an RFP process;

4. Bilateral contract with a non-affiliated entity:

5. Bilateral contract with an affiliated entity, provided that non-affiliated entities were
provided notice and an opportunity to compete against the affiliated entity's proposal
before the transaction was executed; and

6. Any other competitive procurement process approved by the Commission.

s

A load-serving entity shall use an RFP process as its primary acquisition process for the

wholesale acquisition of energy and capacity, unless one of the following exceptions applies:

1. The load-serving entity is experiencing an emergency;

2. The load-serving entity needs to make a short-term acquisition to maintain system
religbility;

3. The load-serving entity needs to acquire other components of energy procurement, such

as fuel, firel transportation. and transmission projects;

The load-serving entity’s planning horizon is two years or less;
The transaction presents the load-serving entity a genuine, unanticipated opportunity to

acquire a power supply resource at a clear and significant discount, compared to the cost

of acquiring new generating facilities, and will provide unique value to the load-serving

entity’s customers:;

[

The transaction is necessary for the load-serving entity to satisfy an obligation under the

o

Renewable Energy Standard rules; or

The trausaction is necessary for the load-serving entity’s demand-side management or

[~

demand response programs.




C.

DOCKET NO. RE-00000A-09-0249

A load-serving entity shall engage an independent monitor to oversee all RFP processes for

procurement of new rescurces.

- R14-2-706. Independent Monitor Selection and Responsibilities

A.

1=
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When a load-serving entity contemplates engaging in an RF¥P process, the load-serving entity

shall consult with Staff regarding the identity of companies or consuliants that could serve as

" independent monitor for the RFP process.

After consulting with Staff, a load-serving entity shall create a vendor list of three to five

candidates to serve as indenendent monitor and shall file the vendor Jist with Docket Control to

allow interested persons time to review and file objections to the vendor list.

An Interested person shall file with Docket Control, within 30 days afier a vendor list is filed

with Docket Control, any objection that the interested person may have to a candidate’s inclusion

on a vendor list.
Within 60 days after a vendor list is filed with Docket Conirol, Staff shall issue a notice

identifving each candidate on the vendor list that Staff has determined to be qualified to serve as

independent monitor for the contemplated RFP process. In making its determination, Staff shall

consider the experience of the candidates, the professional reputation of the candidates, and any

obijections filed by interested persons,

A load-serving entity that has completed the actions required by subsections (A) and (B) to

comply with a particular Commission Decision is deemed to have complied with subsections (A)

and (B) and is not required to repeat those actions.

A load-serving entity may retain as independent monitor for the contemplated RFP process and

for 1ts future RFP processes any of the candidates identified in Staff’s notice.

A load-serving entity shall file with Docket Control a writien notice of its retention of an

independent monitor.

A load-serving entity is responsible for paying the independent monitor for its services and may

charge a reasonable bidder’s fee to each bidder in the RFP process to help offset the cost of the

independent momnitor’s services. A load-serving entity may request recovery of the cost of the
independent monitor’s services, to the extent that the cost is not offset by bidder’s fees,ina

subseguent rate case. The Commission shall use its discretion in determining whether to allow

the cost to be recovered through customer rates.

One week prior 1o the deadline for submitting bids, a load-serving entity shall provide the

independent monitor a copy of any bid proposal prepared by the load-serving entity or entity
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affiliated with the load-serving entity and of any benchmark or reference cost the load-serving

entity has developed for use in evaluating bids. The independent monitor shall take steps to
secure the load-serving entity's bid proposal and any benchmark or reference cost so that they are

inaccessible to any bidder, the load-serving entity, and any entity affiliated with the lpad-serving

entity.
Upon Staff’s request, the independent monitor shall provide status reports to Staff throughout the

I~

RFP process.
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Exhibit E

Summary of the Comments Made on the Rulemaking and the Agency Response to Them,
' Prepared Pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-1001(14)(d)(iii)

The written and oral comments received by the Commission concerning the Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, after its publication date, are included in the following table, along with the
Commission response to each,

Comments on Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Section | Public Comment Commission Response

Proposed [RP WRA expressed support for the The Commission acknowledges the
Rules Generally proposed IRP rules, stating that they supportive comments.

are in the public interest and should be | No change is needed in response to
adopted by the Commission, with a these comments.

few clarifications; and that the
proposed IRP rules have many
strengths, including explicit reference
to environmental impacts of power
generation, recognition of the
uncertainties encountered in planning,
recognition of the multiple objectives
of resource planning, the public input
process to be used in creating resource
plans, and Commission
acknowledgment of resource plans.
WRA stated that Arizona electric
utilities’ resource decisions in the
coming decades will affect electric
rates, their own financial condition,
and environmental quality and that the
resource planning process can help
manage the risks posed by uncertain
fuel prices, uncertain capital costs for
new resources, risks to cost recovery,
and potential costs of reducing
environmental impacts.

Interwest Energy Alliance stated that | The Commission acknowledges the

the Commission’s public process to supportive comments.
develop the proposed IRP rules wasa | No change is needed in response to
very good process, with broad | these comments.

participation and much collaboration;
that the procurement methodology and
independent monitor provisions in the
proposed IRP rules are very important
for independent developers and for
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making sure that good resources are
obtained in the future; and that, going
forward, the proposed IRP rules will
be an important tool for
Commissioners, utilities, and
stakeholders in evaluating complex
issues In energy.

Two private individuals, a married
couple, expressed support for the
direction the Commission is taking
with regard to energy efficiency. One
of them urged the Commission to
adopt aggressive energy efficiency
standards and goals in rules.

The Commission acknowledges the
supportive comments and notes that
the Commission has proposed Electric
Energy Efficiency Standards rules in a
separate docket.

No change is needed in response to
these comments.

Rule 701(33)

WRA requested that the phrase
“(including fuel cost),” which was
stricken in the proposed IRP rules’
definition of “Production Cost” be
restored.

The Commission agrees that it is
appropriate to include the language
“including fuel cost” in the definition
and has included it in the text for the
Notice of Final Rulemaking.

Rule 703(F)(6)

WRA requested that “or in an order of
the Commission” be added at the end
of the subsection to clarify that an
energy efficiency requirement set by
the Commission by order rather than
by rule would need to be met in a load-
serving entity’s resource plan.

The Commission agrees that it is
appropriate to include this language at
the end of the subsection to clarify that
a load-serving entity’s resource plan is
expected to address energy efficiency
50 as to meet requirements set in
Commission orders as well as
Commission rules. The Commission
has included this language in the text
for the Notice of Final Rulemaking.

Rule 704(B)

WRA requested that “Environmental
impacts of resource choices and
alternatives™ be listed as a factor to be
considered by the Commission, to
make the rule consistent with the
numerous provisions in the proposed
IRP rules requiring environmental
impacts to be addressed. WRA stated
that the proposed IRP rules include
more than a dozen passages pertaining
to analysis and consideration of the
environmental aspects of various
generation resources and their
alternatives.

The Commission agrees that it is
appropriate to include environmental
impacts of resource choices and
alternatives as a factor to be
considered by the Commission in
reviewing a load-serving entity’s
resource plan and has included the
language in Rule 704(B)(7) in the text
for the Notice of Final Rulemaking.
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